. FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE, 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE. 


Fall 


One Hundred Nir 
9:30 a.m. Wallace 


. Oetober „ 1975 
a 


STATE OF IDAHO, APPEARANCES: 


ae 


THOMAS BUGENE CREECH 


Subject of Proceeding : JURY TRIAL 


BE IT KNOWN, that the following Proceedings were had, to-wit: 
This was the time and the place set for the hearing or r 
entitled matter. The State of Idaho was y ert 
Remiklus and Lynn E. Thomas. The defendant appearing 11 ‘and + wt t 
his attorney, Mr. Bruce 0. Robinson. : a oA 
The Clerk was instructed to call the roll cali of jurora, erat. SMA 
fol:.owing person answered. Jerry R. Adams, Betty M. Barr, Doris 
Bennett, Wanda L. Bennett, Peny L. Benson, Wi D. 
M. Irackebusch, Alvin J. Buchtel, Virginia 8. Budiselic, „ R. 
Velna R. Canterbury, William B. Cecil, David L. Charles, J M, sholm 
Nancy C. Ghurch, Dela Claypool, Victoria 3. Cook, Viola Coulter, Donald — 
A. Crawford, Barbara A. Crnkevich, Margaret G. Dahl, moth Be T, Mary 
V. Davidson, Kari P, Eckstein, Jack Btherton, Esther J. eer 9. 
Fisher, Alice C, Gilman, Virginia M. Gregory, Ronald F. j * 
Gros stueck, tints L. Gust, Ouane M., Hammond, Paula Hansen, es Harpo 
Don ?redrick Heidt, Sr., Edwin L. Helfer, Yvonne A. Helm, 
Sharm K. Hilt, Marjorie M. Hinman, Lillien 8. poner ah Harold J. Horine, 
i Billee Le Howard, Marjorie K. Hull, Wayne L. Jacobs, Ant H. Jaeger, — 
| Bill E. James, Bonnie E. Jameson, Michael W. Jasberg, N. Jer ene, on 
Ida}. Johnson, Jacqueline C. Jordon, Ruth A. Joy, Mar ne $e; 
Daisy M. Kienholz, Roanna J. Knoll, Stella M. Koole, banda J, gg Ralph: ; 
D. Lambert, Gloria 2. Lapp, Mari Jean Lemieux, Carolyn M. Arleigh 
V. Luoma, Vicki L. Mabes, Sandra K, Madsen, Dale E. Magnusi 1 n 
Art zur, Elizabeth M. McKenzie, Ernest P. Mollendorf, E d K. 1 
| Walte> I. Nelson, Ellen L. Noonan, Frank G. 8 Frank L Ora em, 
| Kathl ən R. Orsburn, Fred R, Patano, Donald J. Piekarski, Jimmy W, Pogue, 
Robert P, Powell, Linda B. Raivio, Merlys A. Rice, Clifford ‘Richardson, 
Viola L. Roberts, Norman A. Ross, Doris J. Rounsville, Dorma Rae Rude, 
Phillip H. Ruff, Joe Schermanson, Curtis D. Schrader, Esther V, Sckhpholm, 
Scott 8. Shock, Richard J. Sibert, Roland E. Sisk, Jo., David L. Smith, noa 
I Arler e ©, Sorenson, George Stancik, Roger S. Standley, Gus 2} Stein, om 
Ehe) L. Stewart, Brenda wee Stinson, Maynard Ray Stounbaugh, James A. s 
Stro; ©, Betty J. Thatcher, Irvin ©. Thompson, Frederick F. To basona, N. K, d 


Ward, Barbara L, Watts, Rose E, Williams, Robert D. villiamsog, Ann F. — 
i Wilaom, Poster 3. Wolfgram, Glenn l. Wright, Robert W, Yost. | 
The Judge made stat nent to the court and introduced the court sd 


wines yri 218 t if he desired t> challenge a j 
ay Ke oA AAN x En 12 a on n that while tne jury was being 


ss etka that he would admonish ors not to discuss this matter S3 
botsen themselves or with any one e Lee, i? anyone tries to discuss this WTA 
mat zor with a juror they are to report this to the baliff imme diately. 2 
The f are asked not to watch news brosdcas or read the pavers uutil the mo 
jury hes finner fin y bee rd, he wars re aske’ not te ety 


dis uss the questions a o 
Aer 2 


— of____ pages. 
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7 Re DM 9701 k 
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RER ve. Roe 
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(CONTINUED) 
5 The Clerk was instructed to draw the names of twelve 

he following names were called. 1. Yvonne A. Helm, 2. V. a M 
„ Dela Claypool, |. Barbara A. Crnovich, 5. Marjorie K. Hull, 6 
„ Kienholz, 7. Michael W. Jasberg, 8. Jack Etherton, 9. Joe 
0. Vif a 5. Budiselic, 11. Philip H. Ruff, 12. Robert P. Powell. 

j Court adjourned end trial removed to the Public Saf Building. 
Mr. Robinson said that he had a matter to take up with the court 
ore selection of the jury continued. 


befendaat's Exhibit E (North Idaho Press, dated Oct. 3, 1975) marked, 
anti f led, offerdd and admitted. 


Mr. Robinson said that the polygraph report had been received by 
and copies had been given to opposing counsel, and to the court. 
Fe asked permissisn of the court for John Wickersham to sit in 
the court by counsel taole? 

This was granted by the court. 

It was asked if the presence of witnesses in the cour’ woulc be 
owed or would they be requested to stay out of the court room until 
had testified. i | 

Both counsels stated that they had no intention 6f requesting AE 
slusion of witnesses from the courtroom during the trial. 3 

Exemination for cause of the ‘urors began. ‘Sipe 
"A. Yvonne A. Helm, examined by the c urt and passed. Mr. Remaklus examine ie 
end challenged the witness because of health, this juror wes excused. = od 

2. Virginia M. Gregory was called, and examined by the court, passed by ; 
the court, Mr. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. Bries 
Mr. Robinson made a statement to the court regarding the defendant 3 
eing handcuffed when broungt into court this morning. + toe 

kues Court said that the records will show that the defendant is net 
in hand cuffs in the court room. A 
3. Dela Claypool was questioned for cause by the court, passed by the court, 
Mr. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. BL 
. Court recessed 11:03 an. m = 


Court reconvened at 11:13 a.m. r 
A. Crnovich, examined for cause and excused by the court. 


a Marjorie K. Hull examined for cause, examined by the court and it was 


stipulated * counsel that she is excused. 
; garet H. Brackebusch, examined for cause, examined by the court and 
d. 


excuse 

7. Michael W. inar examined for cause by the cart and excused. 

` Court recessed for noon recess 

Court reconvened at 1:30 p.m. i: 

The ccurt advised counsel that juror #100, Gladys M. Shuler hes ae 

excused. 8 

; Mr. Robinson said that at a noon radio broadcast there had been e 45 

mention of two shot gun vlast, that this was erronous. 

3 "Me, Thomas said there is some question as to withcheraft, and ate 

raises the objection that the jurors should not be exposed to this theory, 5 
as this falls within the order of the court. 

i Mr. Robinson made a statement to the court that this was necessary 

T questioning to see if tre jurors were overly superstistious. 

9. Joe Shermanson called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
The court said that this juror would be excused from any further 
duty because of hearing problem. 

0. Virginia S. Budiseiic, examined for cApprovadé excused by the court. 
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STATE OF DAH o, 
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vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH October 6, 1975 
27 Defendant oe 
(CONTINUED) 


11, Philip H. Rugg called examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Thomas, challenged by Mr. Robinson, questioned further by Mr . Tuomas, 
Mr. Robinson questioned the juror. Witness excused. 

12. Robert W. Powell, examined by the court, passed by the Court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson 

13. Arleigh V. Luoma, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, 
Mr. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 

14. Richard J. Siebert, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, 
Mr. Thomas and Mr. Hobinson. 

15. Deisy M. Kienholz, called, examined for cause and passed by the court , 
Mr, Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 
16. Ruby Fisher, called, examined by the court and excused. 

17. Antonia H. Jaeger, called, 2 for cause and passed by the court, 
Mr. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 

18, Kathleen R. Orsburn, called, examined by the court, passed by the 
court, Mr. Remeklus and Mr. Robinson. 

The Jury was admonished and recessed, they were advised that they 
should refrain from reading any news in the paper about this trial and 
sg is ta to new broadcasts on the TV. They will return at 9:30 a.m. 

te 7, 1975. À 

Court receseed l: 50 p.m. j 


SECOND DAY 


. a A 1 ty Second 


9:25 a. m. 
Present as def ore 


The court said that Juror #26, Diane K. Dutton had been excused. 

Mr. Robinson stated to the court that the Osburn Radio Station had 
tiven ou information on out of state involvments. 
19. Wanda L. Bennett was called, examined for cuase and passed by the 
court, Mr. Thomas and Nr. Robinson. 

The court said thet juror Vicki L. Mabes had been excused, 
20. Arlene Sorenson, called, examined by the court and excused by the 
court. 

Court recessed 10:00 a.m. 

Court reconvened 10:15 a.m. 
21, Davis L. Smith called, exsmined for cause and excused by the cart. 
22. Marijean Lemieux called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
23. Brenda lee. Stinson, called, sworn and examined for cause, passed 

the court, Mr, Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 

„ Rose E. Williauws, called, examined for cause and excused by the court 
äl. Wanda J. Kurt, called, was examined for cause and passed by the court, 
My. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 

26. Roland E. Sisk, r., called, examined for cause and excued by the court. 
27. Ruth B. Diaker, called, examined by the court and passed by court, 
Mr, Thomas, challenged by Mr. Robinson, resisted by Mr. Thomas and the 
uror questioned further. The court questioned Mrs. Daker. Passed 
or cause by Mr. Robinson. 
The 12 jurors passed for cause were admonished by the court. 
Court recessed for noon. 
Court reconvensd 1:30 
The court said that juror #63, Stelle M., coole as been drawn 
as stand by juror, for examination for cause. 


Approved: | 
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vs. 
EUGENE CREECH oe tober 6, 1975 
Defendant — 
(C ONT NUED 


Mr. Remaklus asked the court that in the event that a peremptory 
lenge should be waived, would that limit the part to any other 
lenges, or codld they waive and go on with persumptory challenges as 
the new jurors drawn after the challenge? 

The court seid that the new rules lets a party challenge any juror 
sed for cause after waiver of a challenge. 


ptory challenges will begin at this time. 


llenge No. 1 
ne M. Hammond was called, and examined for cause. Excused by the court. 
bella M. Koole called, examined for cause. Passed by the court, Mr. 

] us and Mr. Robinson. 


lenge No. 2 
nk O. Oberg, called examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 


lus end Mr. Robinson. 
f i 
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lenge No. 3 
old J. Horine, called, examined by the court, passed by the court, Mr. 


as and Mr. Robinson. 


e o. & 

| ter I. Nelson called, and examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Mak lus and Mr. Robinsor. 

Court recessed 3:00 o'clock p.m. 

Court reconvened 3:10 p.m. 


1 
e 


challenge No. 5 
11 en L. Noonan, called, examined for cause passed by the court, Mr. 


omas and Mr. Robinson. 4 


pallenge No. 6 9 
11 1am B. Cecil called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 3 
ice C. Gilman called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 2 
Court recessed 3:50 p.m. 

Reconvened 1::90 p.m. “4 
Howard R. Byrd called, examined for cause and excused by the court. A 
4 ne Elnora Karst called, examined for cause and excused by the court. i 
i Fancy C. Church called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
obert D. Williamson called exmmined for cause and excused by the court. 
da M. Johnson called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 

ola Goulter called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 


emaklus and Mr. Robinson, 


hllenge No. 7 | 
orge Stancik called, examined for cause anc excused by the court. 
Tha court admoni ned the 
Court recessed 5: 
me Hundred Ninety Third 
e tober 8, 1975 
227 a. m. 
Prasent as before 
informed bung e! at iuror No. 65 has baen excused because 


: The court | r No. 
got illness in the fan Approved: j 
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The court said that he has received a medical excuse for juror 
No. qu, Donna Rude and Mrs. Rude will be excused. 


Esther V. Scuphom was called, examined for cause and excused by aM 
the court. Sår 
William L. McArthur called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 2 
Esther J. Everett called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 7 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson Ry 


Challenge No. 8 : 
Peny L. Benson called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Robert W. Yost called, examined for cause and excused by the court. w 
Betty M. Barr called, examined for cause, passed bg the court and Mr. a 
Remaklus. Challenged by Mr. Robinson, Challenge resistec by Mr. a 
R us. iy 
The court said that he woula hear argument outside the presence of oa 
the juror. Mrs. Barr was excused from the courtroom. i A 
The court stated that the mention of drugs in the questioning of 
jurors is rut a proper question for examination for cause. The court j 
is concerned that if the matter of drugs will come into court, but if it ae 
does it will be relevant, and the jurors should consider the evidence then 
Mr. Robinson is bringing this to the attention of the jurors, this fact pe. 
might not even got into court and if it does it is the opinion of the 9 
court that it will not get before a jury. B 
Mr. Robinson said that he would agree with the court that it is a ; 
very thin chance, and my not get in at all, but thet if it should get in 
aud should be considered by the jury, and a person is prejudice because oe 
of the use of drugs, a fair verdict could not be reached. -SA 
The court said that it could not soe a prejudice against drugs as k 
a reason to excuse a juror, many people are prejudice against drugs, in MH 
fact he is himself. ia 
There was no statement by Mr. Remaklus. & 
The court said that it is the position of the court that the mere Ai 
fact that a juror is prejudiced against drugs does not disqualify him as 5 
a juror. 3 
Court recessed 11:00 a.m. i 
Court reconvened 11:10 a.m. ör. 
Mrs. Barr recalled and passed by Mr. Robinson. yA 


Challenge No. 9 

Pred R. Pateno called examined for cause and excused by the court. 

David L. Charles called, examined for cause and passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 10 
Weyne L. Jacobs called, examined for eee cause, passed by the court, Mr. 


Remailus and Mr. Robinson, 


Challenge No. 11 

Edwin L. Helfer called, examined for cause, passed by the court, 

Challenged r. Thomas, excused by the court. 

Jerry R. Adams calied,  amined for cause, passed by the court, 
Court recessed for noon. 
Court reconvened 1:20 p.m. 


Jerry R. Adans recalled, passed for c use Approved: Ë 


wie klus 


Page of. paga. — =) 


* 
67 eH) | 
„ 


Challenge No. 12 
Bill E. James, called, examined for cause, passed by the sink and 
excused. 
Linde B. Gust, celled, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. aes: 
and Mr. Robinson. 
Challenge No. 13 | 
Donald A. Crawford, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, 
challenged by Mr. Thomas, Challenge residted by Mr. Robinson. The i, 
court explained the reasonable doubt expression to the juror, Juror ee 
passed by Mr. Thomas and Mr. Robinson. > 

Court recessed 2:40 p.m. 

ourt reconven’ 1 2:50 p.m. 

Mr. Robinson asked the court for clarification, that Carol Spaulding 
entered a plea of Guilty to the charge of 3 i 

The court said that who ever prepared the gment used bad wording. 
oe Fa Remaklus said that Carol Spaulding was charged under section > 

05. 

The court said that this is the accesory section, end the crime 

charged accessory. 
e court said that a doctor's certificate for n, oa al Billee 

Le Howard, has been Kanes. 0 


Challenge No. 1) oh SOLA SAN ; 
Ernest Paul del lenderr, lied, ee for. oe, passed i the 3 
Mr. Rèmaklus and Mr. Kobinsén, 


Challenge No. 15 
Velma R. Canterbury, called, examined for causo, passed tee the court, 
Mr. Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 


„ & 


Challenge No. 16 

Wilford D. Bonomi, called, examined for cause, excused by the court 
Maxine Hill, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 17 

Jacqueline ©. Jordon, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 

Thomas and Mr, Robinson. 3 
Court recessed 1:12 p.m. Boh 
Court reconvened 4:20 p.m. | 


Challenge No. 18 
Frank L. Orazem called, examined for cause, excused by the court. 
Sharon K. Hill, called, examined for cause, passed by the court and E 
Mr. Remaklus, challenged by Mr. Robinson, excused by the court. es 
Bonnie E. Jameson, called, examined for cm se, passed by the court, Mr. 2A 
. emaklus and Mr. Robinson, 4 
Challenge eo, 19 waived. 5 
Challenge No. 20 waived. 


The court stated that this trial will be e protracted one and 4 
asked if one or two alternate Jurors necessary? Hs also asied counsel if 
they would waive the requirement to sive the oath to jurors before the Sg 
alternate juror is chosen. E 

It was stated that two alternate juri 8 should be picked, and that “ig 
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counsel will waive the wwearing of the jurors until the alternate jurors 
have been chosen. 

Court recessed 5:00 p.m. 

Court reconvened 5:10 p.m. 
Ronald F. Gribble called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Rewaklus, and Mr. Robinson. 
Fredrick F. Townsend, called, examined for cause, excused by the court. 
Betty J. Thatcher, called, examindd for sause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 1 
Alvin J. Buchtel, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 2 : i 

Kathleen M. Jerome called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 

Margaret C. Dahl, called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 

Scott B. Shock, called examined for cause and excused by court, 
Court recessed 6:10 p.m. 


Court reconvened 6:15 p.m. 
Irvin C. Thompson called, examined for cause, excused by the court. i 
Ralph D. Lambert, called, examined and exoused the o . 5 
Dale E. Magnus, called, examined for cause and excused by the court. a 
N. K. Ward, „ examiuied for cause and excused court. . 
‘Curtis D. Schrader called, examined for cause, excused the court, 8 
Lillian 8. Honeycutt called, examined for cause, passed the court, E 


Challenge No. 3 waived. 6 
Challenge No, waived. 3 EY 


Court recessed 7:20 p.m. y. 

Court reconvened 7:30 p.m. 1 

The court said that She jury had been selected and he will now read those 
seated on the jury and those excused. a 
The following jurors will be seated in the jurors box. ee 
1. Esther J. Everett, 2. Walter I. Nelson, 3. Robert P. Powell, k. Frank ae 
G. Oberg, 5. Ernest Paul Mol Lendorf, 6. Daisy M. Kienholz, 7. Velma Canterburya. 
8. Wayne L. Jacobs, 9. Wanda L. Bennett, 10. Bennie E. Jamison, 11. David py 
L. Charles 12. Maxine Hill MS 
Alternate jurors are Ronald F. Gribble and Lillian 8. Honeyoutt. 

The remaining jurors will be excused at this time. The court thanked 5. 
them for their attendance. i 

The court said that the jurors and alternates seated in this case s 
will be allowed to return to their homes this evening to get their 
clothes, and will not be sworn until tomorrow morning. They will bring 
their things directly to the courthouse, as there will be transportation 

do the motel for them. The Court repeated the admonition heretofore given. 
Court adjourned at 7:55 p.m. 


FOURTH DAY One Hundred Ninety Fourth 
October 9, 1975 
9:55 a.m. 
Present as before 
The court stated that the alternate juror, Mr. Gribble came to hiin 
this morning, said that he had thought abdpprovedy, case t ni and that 
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( U 
that he had recalled more about this case than he had told at the time of 
questioning. The court said that both counsels could examine the juror 
now outside the presence of other jurors, if they wanted. 

Both counsels agreed to this. y 
The court sed appreciation to Mr. Gribble for coming forth 
with additional information, 
The court questioned Mr. Gribble, who stated that he had here 
rewarkd about this case from fellow workers who came in the office from 
Boise, Idaho, but that he had not connected those remarks with this case 
until after he had gotten hore last . * — 
Mr. Remaklus asked Mr. Gribble he felt that he could set aside 
anything he had heard and judge this case solely on the evidence mte 
in this court? : : 
Ur. Gribble said that he would try. 
Mr. Remaklus passed the juror for cause. | 
Mp. Robinson questioned Mr, Gribble. He 11 d the juror. 
é Mp. Remal:lus said that he would not resist the c . ; 
| The court questioned the juror. He said that he would try to be 
fair, but was not sure that eould do it. ; 
Mr. Robinson still o d the juror. 
| The court excused Mr. Q 160 
The court asked counsel if they were willing to proceed with one 


alternate: juror? 
The court asked Mr. Gribble if he had discussed this with any of 


the other jurors? 
Mr. Gribble said that he had not. 
Counsel agreed to this matter with one alternate juror. 
The court said that would ahead and try this matter with one 
alternate juror, and won't call a strial in th’ matter. 
The juror Mr. Gribble was excused, 


The Clerk was instructed to give the Oath to tue jury panel. 


Mr, Remaklus made his opening statewent to the court. 
The Clerk was instructed to read the Information to the jury, 


stating that the defendant had entered a Not Guilty plea to the 


filed against hin. i 
Mr. Robinson reserved the right vo make his opening statement until 


later. 

The court admonished the Jury 

Gourt recessed 10:30 ° 4. 

Court reconvened 11:15 a.» 

Jurors returned into court. 

Mr. Robinson said hat they would waive the "1 cail of jurors and 
stipulated that all jurors were present. 

Mr. Remaklus said thet the State would so sbi, 

Mr. Thomas asked 17 there was any objection t 
remaining in the court room. 

There was no objection by Mr. Robinson. 

Johnny J. Hill, Horse Shos Bend, Idsho, was called, sworn and 
direct examined by Mr. Remaklus. He seid that he is Au years of age, 
and is employed as a logger for me past 2’) - 3 years. He was engaged 
in this employment on November 197), near Donnelly, idaho, He was working 
with Ray Hall, also & logger. He said that he went past Donnelly, Ide se 
each evéning on his way home, ant in November 197) he was on his way 
home with his partner and they stopped oravat 1 the old higzway 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


c T MI T 


8 TAE GF IDAHO, Plaintiff ) 


5 p m The wiathar was oloudy, but there was the | 
dc seid that ka obsarvod something in the ditch on the sido of the road 
sad ce ed it to the attention of his partner. When they went to look ` 
eek tae à RAL of Mikoa LIGAMA Eee dk bag and a blanket ian 
the citeh They icckid vader tha sleeping beg and the blanket and saw — 
‘wo dead ara Hu éeseribsd the area whors the bodies were found. Sy 


Puaineiry's Bubtbit : A (Fecso oe marked at trial in Cascade, 
ids... 2¢sabifrcd cmd Iwr — — of the sama e f a a 
vita tha com: Wu ber No — was admitted. 


tachos off, to add oil to his truck. This was xine ts 5:30 or 
5: no sn py Ad ground. 


Ploantiff's Bohibit > 3 (ante) Previously marked Á Ji 
— 3 22 cone sith oe ee 1275 teens 
asd ză; Å 


Pain sf ös h rns — 19 t Phos: 
ae y t of semo “ick rema JR Ne., mnu ; 7 
A rode. e 


Plaintiff's Fehibit I (roto) t) vastag ade, I 
* 5 at t ths seas tb Jan: 0.1 esel 


Pledutisf's Kchebet 3 e previouriy marked eb Gesoede, 
3 of 4). sa” "th Zan. vahitit Wo., ideniaficd, 


Fe sbatod thet by tia ict f d tic Shvviif and got a side baok to the 
soene of the ROL EEGs wake Te dew Mer to arrive from Cascade, 
3 . Ho tod troud thert with SL riff Lynskwy for a time and vent 
cu home. 


tir. Reobiucon css ex mined Me 111 ee. 


* 

Plaintiff's Exhabit iio. 4 (s1 ping baz) viously marked Cascade, Idaho, 
Lieostified, offered and admitted jr 
Pleintiff's Exhibit do 5 (blanket) previously mared Cesoade, Idaho, Be 
identified, offered and admitted. 92 

There wero no further questions by Ather attorney. 

Mr. Ruemaklus ste if this witness could be excused. 

Ther) was no obj2ct_ons by Mr. Robinson. 


Wu.tness excused. 3 


Roy Lynn Hall Troy, Idaho, called, sworn and direct examined by 
M.. Remakius. He said that he is sixteen years of age and has worked 
in logging for his father for the past two years, he was so engaged in 
shia work in November 167i}. That on Nov. 5, 197) he was working rive 
miles o.t of vonne’ly, Id ho, and living at Cascade, Idaho. He was 
siding back and forth to work with Johnny Hill, in ris ser. That they 
stopped on the highway, on the way home, t> put oil in the car, he got 
out to put the oil in and noticed a couple sleeping bags or blenkets 
throm n the ditch, he told Johnny Hill about this and he got out of 
the car and they went to 150k, as they pulled back the sleepin: dag and 
the blanket, they notice two dead person \pproved: under these, 
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He said at the time they were headed south, and the bodies n 
passenger side of she road After dise very of the bodies 
back to Donneliy and called the Sheriff, returning to the Fi 
murder and waited for tre Sheriff to errive, They . . fh bs „ A 
of the crime for 2 to 3 hours. ip 
There was no further Quistions by Mr. R 
It was stipuleted that the witness sould be exoused, 
Court ezause the witness 


Mertin J. Maxweli (Jim), Chief Deputy of Valley County, Tdeho. t-< 
called, sworn and direct examined by Mv. Romeklus. g” gave a 4 i 
of his experience in law enforcenent. He 2aid that he was on 
Sheriff's office at Cascade, Idsho on Nov. 5, 197i, 
investigato an incident near Donnelly, Idaho, on or about 
said that he contacted Shariff key and procsed to the 
accident. He said that at the site ho found a | 
pointed in a southerly dircetion. Several peop 
he arrived. He said that it was just ty dusk and 
ecole and over gis Mr. Hall and Mr. Hill 3 the 
Sheriff Lenskey, Me. Smith, Gene Hewker, Mr. 
Attorney and the corner, Burten Walker. He oath Brian 
police officer was therc and pointed out the two bodies in the 
ditoh, He described the location of this scene. It is a 
the road, off the oiled portion of the ayy E june ti on 
35 and old highway No. 15, ia Valley Cour daho, e iarva ka. 
south of Donnelly, Idaho, 
The jury was edmonishe:! 
Court recessed 11:58 a.m. ioe 
Count reconyenéd 1:30 p.m.. jurora returned, stipulated xii present, 
My, Remaklus continued to direct exemine Mr. Maxell. iit mas — 
questioned regarding exhibits .A UJ, 10, and 18. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit 3 and 3A (diagram and enlargement of cwad) previously 
marked at Cascade, Idaho, identifted, offured and vdmitrca 


Plaintiff's Exhibit IL (Photo) previously mirked at Crscrd3. Ién., was 
identified, offered and admitted, 


He further stated that efter his arrival at tha sceny of tas uu der ha 

attempted to identify and gather physical evidercc They made a dlagra» 
of the area (Exhibit 3 and 3A) and took pi .turcs He vas at the scene ike 
unt 1 around midnight. He said that Brian Milicr was loft at the soene “ae 
to keep the area secure during the right ad 


Plaintiff's Exhibit No 7 (plastic fragments of dom. light; px ‘eviously 
marked at Cascade, Idaho were identified, 


Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 6 ( large piece of asphalt) »»svicusly marked at 
Cascade, idaho, was identified, offered nd admitted, 

Mr. Maxwell said that earlier that same de Nor. 5, 197. ha bed 
received a report from the d's patcher in Cascade Idaho to investigate 
an abandoned vehicle. The dicwpateher srid that a port had deen cosetces 
from Steve Hager, of the State Highway Departmen. about 30 p.m. He 
went to the location of the car, whch was south of Ucserds ch Bighwar 95.7 


Plaintiff's niht 24A (Photo) previous’, Approved? Cascades 2 Ada The 

identified, offered and admitted. 72 
19 f d 2 ” 9 
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Fe said that when he looked inside us abandoned car, that he noticed 
several papers on the seat, blood smears on the steering wheeland 

door panel. That papers and shell casings were found in the car. Tie 
papers were removed from the car at that time. y 


State's Exhibit No. 27 (documents found in car) previously marked at 
Cascade Co., identified, offered and admitted. 


As soon as he found the shell casing and what ne believed to be blood, 

he contacted Sheriff Lenskey, and had the vebicle moved to Cascade, Idaho 
by way of wrecker and it was impounded, first at the Sherifr- office and 
later moved to a garage and was there locked up. The 3 erry ar 

Ney. 6, 1974 he went to the garage with Mr. Woodall, after 

a State Investigater had gone over the car. He took scme 
the irido of the car, He said that he had advised the inv See where 
the Sr shell casings were located in the car. He did not remove the 
casing, they were in what appeared to be a large amount of blood. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit Wo. 29 A( Photo) 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 298 (Photo) 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 29 C (Photo 
Piaintiff's Exhibit No. 29 D (Photo 
Previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, identified, offered and admitted. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 ¢ (Photo ) 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 8 (Photo 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 © (Photo) 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 D (Photo 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 E (Photo 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 F (Photo 

Previously marked in SR Idaho, identified and admitted by the court. 


The jury was admonished by the court. 
Leut recessed 2:25 p.m. 
Court reconvened 2:40 p.m. 
Jury Was returned and stipulated all present. 


j 
3 
a 
on 
be | 


. The LES 


Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 42 (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, 
identifie’. 4 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 43 (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, | 
identified. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. ky (Photo) previously marked Cascade, Idaho, 
identified. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 45 (Photo) previously maned Cascade, Idaho, 
identified. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. he (Photo) previously marked Cascade, Idaho, 
identified. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 30 (dome light) previously marked Cascade, nn 
identified, offered and admitted. 
Pleintiff's bit No. 7 offered and aduf tted. 
He testified that while the car was impounded in Budrow Service Station 
it was finger printed, blood stains ware taken and other investigation made. 
Officer Woodall issued a bulletin for the defendants from Valley | 
County. The description put in the bulletin was for a white male, early 1 ea 
20's, medium build and a young female, dark blue pari coat, long blond hair. 


E 
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This description bad been given to him by Mr. Lister — 3 * 
. He was later notified from Glens Ferry, Idaho, that two 
persons in custody fitting this description. He and Mr. Woodall went to 
Mountain Home, Idaho, which is east of Boise, on Nov. 8, 197k, they went 
in his county car, arriving at Mountain Home at about 6:30 a. n. 
met the Elmore County Sheriff and deputy at a cafe and from there proceeded 
on to the Sheriffs office. When they arrived at the Sheriffs office they 
talked to Carol Spaulding. Officer Woodall and himself then went to the 
commissioners room where all the items taken from the two persons, 
Creech and Carol Spaulding were at, and they took possession of these 
items from Jack Freeman. These items were put in plastic bags. 


State's Exhibit, previously marked at Cascade, Idaho were identified by 
Mr. Maxwell. 


State's Exhibit No. 22 (pistol) identified, 
Stete's Exhibit Ne. 23 (holster) identified. 


State's Exhibit No. 25 ( coat) identified. 


State's Exhibit 25A (2 boxes 22 caliber long rifle shells from bag of 
Carol Spaulding) marked and identified. 


tate ls Exhibit No. 47 (plastic bag, containing items with d numbers 25 
through 31) marked identified, offered end adm t ted. 


State's Exhibit Nu. 41 (10 live 22 caliber shells) identified. 


Mr. Marvel said that he talked to the defendant, Thomas Creech 
at the Mountain Home plice station. He was also in the car when the 
defendant was transported back to Cascade, Idaho from Mountain Home, Idaho. 
All the clothing anc iteme taken from the two defendants were taken back 
in the trunk of the car. He said that the car taking Mr. Jreeck and Miss 
Spaulding best was driven by r. Woodall. They arrived back in Cascade 
at approximately 9:30 p. m. 

i He sa. that while he was in Mountain Home he went to court for 
arraignment proceedings with Miss Spaulding. He also waa present when 

a conversation was had with Mr. Creeck, Present during that conversation 
was the defendant, Creech, Mr. Woodall, Mr. Mason, Miss Spaulding and Mr. 
Maxwell, ind exeuged 

The jury was admonished/at this time. 

The court questioned Mr. Maxwell regarding this conversation? He 
said that the defendant was entitled to object to the statement, and asked 
if this conversation was a part of the Motion to Suppress. 

Mr. Robinson said that the conversation to be testified to here are 
within the scope of ine Motion. 

The court mado a statment that the Motion to Suppress was not a 
directed to any orel stetment of defendants, he asked if a foundation has i 
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been laid to oral statement. He said that based on the foundation given e 
in Motion to Supress hearing, regarding exhibit B, admitted at that hearing, 
that the defendant had fully advised of his rights at thetime of statement. 
and this would carry over to the time being transported back to Cascade 
from Mountain Home, that this statement was voluntarily given. That the 
ruling at Motion tc Suppress hearing only Approved: cogs to ty 

revealed at that time. 
Pegs of pages. 
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The court advised cour el that any other statement not involved in the 

hearing at the Motion to Suppress was left open and the court was to rule 

on it at the time of admittance, if statement was voluntarily given, or it 

could be left up to the jury to determine if the statement was voluntary 

or not. The court makes the ruling hat the statement was voluntarily 

given and is admissable. The jury can give whatever weight to it that it 

wants to. 

Mr. Robinson made a statement to the court. 

Mr. Remaklus seid that Mr. Maxwell would testify only that on the 
way back from Cascade, as they passed mile post n, that the defendant 
made a statement that that was the place they left the car, the place 
being near Cougar Mountain Lodge. 

Me. Robinson said that he was satidfied that this wuld come within 

the scope. . 
; Court recessed 3:35 o'clock p.m. 

Court reconvened 3:50 p. n. 

Jury was returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Remaklus continued examination regarding the conversation had 
in the car on the way back to Mountain Home. Mr, Maxwell said that they 
were driving along the highway and at mile post n the defendant stated that 
was the place thet they had left the car, and pointed out Cougar Mountain 
Lodge, as the place that they had spent the night. 

My. Maxwell said thet the car was found around mile post #9, that 
this 1s approximately five miles from Cougar Mountain Lodge, and that 
Cougar Mountain Lodge is between Cascade, Idaho and mile post #9. 

Mr. Maxwell was asked where all the objects t back from 
Mountain Home to Cascade were kept. Mr. Maxwell said t all these were 
put in the Sheriffs office vault while the defendant was taken to court 
for arraignment proceedings. The items were then removed to his office 
and labeled and tagged and then taken to Boise, Idaho to Mr, Masons office 
where they were wrapped and sent to the FRI lab. in Washington DC. That 
the cloth from the victims and some of the bullets had been delivered 
to him by Sheriff Lynskey. He said that th Q numbers are on all items 
in the plastic bags. Q end 935 in small plastic bag, Q36 to Q1 in 
largs plastic bag, and to me in one large plastic bag. He said that 
he mailed all the evidence to the FSI lab personally. That he picked 
up these items at the post office when they were returned from the lab. 

He seid that there were four (li) boxes mailed to the lab in Washington D.C., 
theso were sent registered and insured. He seid that when these four boxes 
were returned they had the original wrapping on them in tact. 

He was asked what wasl mailed to the FSI in the four boxes? 

Mr. Maxwell said that the four bullets removed from the victims were sent 

in the small box. 

State's Exhibit Wo. 10, previously marked at Cascade, Ida. (slug) identified. 
State's Exhibit No. 11, Previously marked at Cascade, Ida, (slug) identified, 
State's Exhibit No, 12 previously marked Cascade, Ide. (slug) identified. 
State's Exhibit No. 13, previously marked Cascade, Ida (slug) identified. 

Me. Maxwell said that F and Q6 (fired 22 caliber casings) were mailed to 
Wash. D.C. lab. 

State's Exhibit No. 48 (shell casing) markec, identified, offerdd and 
admitted. 

He stated tha; after the boxes wers returned they were locked in the vanlt 
at the Sheriffs office at Cascade and opened at the trial at Cascade, Idaho. 
That this evidence was re-sealed and locked in the evidence vault by Mary 
Hill, and then brought by him, in his car to Wallace, Ida, and locked in 

the evidence vault at the Shoshone County Ap cec Saf Bl 

This was opened by Mary Hill, Mr, Remaklus, Mr, Ho 


—— 


| 


| 
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; of the jury so the jury was admonished and recessed until tomorrow at 
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and brought into this court room this morning. 


State's Exhibit No. 26 (box 22 shells) previously marked at Cascade, Ida. 
was identified. 


State's Exhibit No. 27A (yellow tablet (legal Pad) with letter Joyce from 
Wayne, taken from 1956 Buick) marked, identified, offered and admitted. 


The court said that there were matters to take up out of the presence 


9:30 a.m. 

Court recessed 4:20 pu. 

Court reconvened lj :40 p.m, 

The court said that it had requested counsel to transcribe from the 
tape recording and present this transcript to the court. 

Mr. Thomas mady a statement to the court said that this was 
previously submitted, with exhibit A attached. this relates to statements 
and confessions of defendant, and he would like this admitted, the part 
of page 8, fifth line down, omitting lines 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 
17, 15, 19 and 20, rast of page 48, page 49 page 50 except 7, 4 and 9th 
line from bot tou. 

My. Robinson egr od with this. 

The court sated that he had already considered original statement. 
That be would not consider admission of the tape of conversafiion in plane. 
He would admit everythin in transcript up to page 48, beginning with 
line 7 on page 48 t h to line 9 on page 49, all page 50 except line 7 
up from the bottom of the page. 

Mr. Robinson agreed to this. 

Court recessed 4:50 o'clock p.m. 


) 
| 
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FIPTH DAY 
October 10, 1975 
One Hundred Ninety Fifth Day 
Present as before 
The court advised counsel that the ffa had been sworn ing zess 
but that the court had neglected to swe in baliffs, but had w 
them personally of their duties. The vbaliffs have reported no. 


incidentas, If counsel wants to they can question the bailiffs. i 
No questions by counsel. 
The Clerk was instructed to give Mr. and Mrs. Armbruster the oath, | 
and day baliffs. 
The court said that matters taken care of last night would be 
os fered as Exhibit No. 419. 
This was sa stipulated by counsel. 
Ur. Robinson said that this exhibit was not to go to the Jury, 
except the portion agreed to. 


he court said that none of exhibit No. 49 would go to the jury. 


States's Exhibit No. 49 ( statement) marked and admitted. 


The court said that exhibit No. 49 is not to go to the Jury for any 
purpose, only edited portion on tape. 

Me. Thomas said that Dr. eyrends written report has been, received. d 

Me. Robinson asked if there was any, presoriptions with the report? 


2 of pages. oe | 
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Mr. Thomas said that he knew nothing about any prescriptions. 
Mr. Thomas said that Dr. Heyrend did not adres: himself on one question 
if he was of the opinion that this crime was a product of mental defect, 
but will do this when he tesvifies in this matter. 

Mr. Robinson informed the court thet he found the prescriptions 
for the defendant in his envelope. ‘ 

Jury was returned and it eas stipulated that all were present. 


Mr, Maxwell resumed the stand and Mr. Remaklus continued direct 
examination. 
Plaintiffs Exhibit No. 3 (diagram) was offered and admitted. 

Mr. Maxwell said that he had checked the sheriffs log last night, 
and wished to correct the date testified to yesterday, that the original 
day was Tuesday, Nov. 5, 1974, not Monday, which was the day of the crime. 


Mr, Robinson cross examined the witness, Mr. axwell. Hw was asked 
if he or Sheriff Lynskey had complete harge of th «wo deaths being in- 
vestigated. Mr. Maxwell answered that he was pa . of the team investigating 
this and they started to determine the identit, of the victims, this chore 
was assigned to Bud Mason, which was learned by him through photos and 
finger prints comparisons from written documents. 


Defendants Exhibit A ( copy FBI rap sheet- Bradford) marked, identified, 

offered. 

Defendant's Exhibit B (FBI rap sheet - Arnold) marked, identified, offered 
(synopsis 12-29-73) 

State's Exhibit No. i eviously marked Cascade, Ida. identified, offered. 

State's Exhibi` No. 1 5 ot) mmrked, identified, offered 

State's Exhibit No. 19 (teletype) marked,identified, offered. 


Mr, Maxwell said that these were all part of his investigation filed and 
ask to make photo copies of this. 


Mr, Remaklus objected to exhibits #17, #18, Deft. A and B., 

The court said that this was improper cross examination and sustained 
the objection. 

Mr. Robinson asked if he had anything else to identify the vicşims? 
Mr. Maxwell said nothing in his file, most of his things had been turned 
over to the State's attorneys. 

Mr. Robinson asked that between Nov. 5, 197) arid Nov. 8, 1974 if 
the investigation of the victims had talen any other turn, other that to 
the defendant and Miss Spaulding? If anyone else had come into the scope 
of their investigation? 

He answered No, but the investigation did continue after Nov. 8, 1974 
in regards to lab teats, but the case was established against the defendant, 
Thomas Creech. 

Me. Robinson asked if Exhibit 3 and 3A was correct to all details 
as found on Nov. 5, 197). Witness answered that it was. 


My, R@maklus re-direct examined. He asked if there had been any 
reason to pursue any other suspenct in this matter. 

Mr. Maxwell answered that there had been none. 

Mr. Robinson ask that this witness remain available for further 
questioning. 

Jury admonished. 
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Court recessed 10:00 a. u. 
Court reconvened 10:20 a.m. 


Steven R. Hager, Cascade, Idaho, called, sworn and direct 
by Mr. Remaklus. He said that he is employed for the State Highway Dep 
as a maintenace man, is 21 years of age. He was so employed in Nov. 351575 
He maintains the — from Horse Shoe Band past Cougar Lodge to Donnel 
this is highway #55 and 16. He seid that he resides in Banks, Ideho. 
He said that he saw the abandoned car on the highway on Nov. f, 

‘this car was beaded south on the north bound lane, and a Bui 
He said that he did. ` rotify the Sheriff until Nov. 5, 197% of the sar. 
He looked in the car ana took the keys and opened the trunk, looked over 
the river bank incase someone had been hurt, he found a bunch of papers 
„ picked up and put in the front seat of the car, then called the 

er . Ee 

There were no questions by Mr. Robinson. a 

It was stipulated that this witness could be excused. 4 


Geraldine Fletcher, Meidan, Idaho, was called, sworn and direct =a 
examined by Mr. Remaklus. She said that she is employed by the State of 5 
Idaho Department of Lew Enforcement as a finger print technio fan 1 
Forsa she had four years training, and has expierense in. trying Bye * Be 
pies rints in approximately 300 cases. She was so employed as S 
-=f an in November 1974. on Nov. 6, 1974 Pey went to all “idaho 

= a call to process an automobile, the same auto as pictured in exhibits 2 

28A and 280. This investigation was made at the Philips 66 station at a 
Cascade, Idaho. She described the investigation. There were finger ng 
prints, but just partial ones. 3 


states s Exhibit No. 2 ( photo) previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, + 
identified and offered. a 
state. 2 — y No. 33. (photo) previously marked Cascade, Idaho, ae 
dent 

State's Eanivit No. (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, 


identified and off GR 
State's mpane ch us (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Ida. E 
identified and offered, 3 

Mw. * Äng objected. * 


Court sustained objection. 

My, Remaklus continued exanination. He asked if while she was H 
inspecting the car if Officer Maxwell and Officer Mason were there? pe 
She answered that they were there part of the time. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 46 ( 22 sal. shell casing) previously marked, F: 
was identified ig 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 48 ( 22 cal. shell casing) previously marked, a 
was identified. e 
She said that she took exhibits #46 and #4 to Boise, Ida. and turned 1 
them over to Officer Mason, then they were sent to Wash. D.C. Lab. 


Mr. Robinson cross examined the witness. She testified thet there aa 
were partial finger prints on the doors and steering wheel, but were E 
un-identifable, She said that she compared the prints to those taken 

Mr. Mason of the victims, but these were too smudged to tell for “a 
sure. She said that the victims were we iientified through 3 


finger prints tho. 4 
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Mr. Remaklus asked if it was unusal to locate only smudged prints? 
She answered that it was not. : 
Mr. Robinson asked if smudged prints identified anyone? 

She answered they did not 


Richard A. Crum, Centerville, Ve., was called, swan and direct 
examined by Mr. Remaklus. He stated that he is a special agent with the 
FBI, and has been for the pas five and one-half 3 His duties are 
the identification of fire arms. He explained his educational back ground, 
and special training. He said that in Nov. 1974 he was so employed. He 
inspected the four card board boxes, these were the same boxes received 
at the labatory in Nov. 197) containing specamins for examination. These i 
itex? were given Q numbers 1 through Q 49 and K 1, He related that re 
the Q 1 through Q 4} were i bullets, Q1 now marked at Plaintiffs. Exhibit 11, 
Q2 now merked Plaintiff's Exhibit 12, Q3 now marked Plaintiff's Exhibit 13, 

Q} Now Stae's Exhibit No. 10, Q5 now states exhibit 6, 96 now States | 
Exhibit No. 48, 2 6 eoh Q 16 are contained in States Exhůiit No. 41. | 
Q 17 through Q 24 and Q 41 through Q 49 contained in exhibit B. Mr. Crum = 
explained the examination made on the exhibits received by him. He said 
that after the examination of the items marked with Q or K numbers, he 
returned them to Valley County, Idaho to the Sheriff by registered air 
mail an? 1 box air express C. 5. b. 
Mr. Robinson cross exauined Mr. Crum. He said that d Numbers were 

orwarded to Tony Hodge for examination. A written report ws prepared 
A him and sent to Valley County Sheriff, this report was prepared from 
his own examination of items marked Q 1 through d 16 and K 1 and the 5 
Hodge report made to him of examinations of Q 17 through Q 49. He explaindd 
his examination of Q 5 and Q 6. He said that he made test cartridges to 
compare to the cartridges submitted to him. He was asked if there was a 
any question that G and Q6 were fired from the gun marked KI? He answered : 


that there was no doubt in his mind. 

Mr, Remaklus re direct examined Mr. Crum regarding the Q num>ers and hs 
K numbers given exhibits. 7 

ee 

Alvin B. Hodge, called, sworn and direct examined by Mr. Remaklus. A 
He stated that he is a special agent with the Federal Bureau: of Investigation 
in Washington D.C. He gave his educationel back ground and the nature f 
his work, of identifing bliiod and other body fluid. He was so employed in i 
this field in November and December 197. 

Mr. Robinson said that be would stipulate that Mr Hodge did the 
examinations of items marked Q17 through © 49. 

Mr. Remaklus questioned him as to the result of the tests from 
his work sheet. i 

Jury was admonished. 

Court recessed 11:22 a.m. 

Court reconvened 17:5 a.m. 

Jury returned and it was stipulated all present. 

My. Remaklus continued to examine Mr. Hodge as to the tests on 
blood tests. He identified the following Items as to Q numbers. 
Q 17 Spaulding coat, 4 18 Spaulding slacks, no blood present, blood on 
Spaulding coat could not type. Q 19 Spaulding stockings, Q 21 Spaul ding 
Blouse, Q 22 Spaulding panties, Q 23 Spaulding left shoe, Q 24 Spaulding 
right shoe, d 25 Creech pants, Q 26 left shoe Creech, Q 27 Creech right 
shoe, Q 28 Creech shirt, & 29 Creech belt, €-30-Sreeek all these items 
were found negative. Q 30 Creech Levi Jacket, Q 31 Creech Nylon jacket, 
both were found to have mman blood Stain Approves ™. 
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and 833 socks of Creech negative findings, Q3 Creech pants were found 
have human blood on thew, Q 35 Creech shirt was found to have hu ; 
pod, 0 36, shirt from unknown person found to have group A blood, Q37 
asers from unknown person found group A blood, 37A found blood. 
Jury was admonished for noon recess. 
Court reconvened 1:30 p.m. : 
Jury was returned and it was stipulated all was present. REE 
Mr. Remaklus continued to examine Mr. Hodge. Who related his findings 
Q36 undershirt of unknown party, 239 of unknown party, and also eee 
I belt unknown, blood found negative. Q 42 Shirt, Qy3 trousers, 
„ Q5 undershorts, Q and A7 socks, I:S left shoe, Q9 right 
all belonging to victim Arnold fovnd with A type blood. 


is Exhibit No. 50 ( copy of report notes) marked, identified, offered = 
admitted. Sà 


> 


Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Hodge. He testified that he did E 
Adgentify human bleed group A that of victims Arnold and Bradford. He said aS 
t he had seen the copy of the report by Mr. Crum and sent to Sheriff 125 

; He reviewed this report and checked with his notes. He said that ey 
conclusions made was that the human was limited to Q No. 17, 46, and 
no blood was found on Q Nog 18 through 29 and on 32, 33, 39, 40, 41, 
t group blood was found on 30, 31, 34, 35, 35. He related again how 
tests were made. He was asked if he had determined if any of the 
mts had been washed? He stated that he had not, but under 

endit tons this can be told and he was sure that he would have noted it 
it had. He examined Q30 and Q31 jackets of the defendant Creech, Mr, 4 
ze Said that he would guess that they had not been washed. “a 
a Mr. Remaklus re-direct examined Mr. Hodge. He said that he was 4 
* ble to make bhood grouping on d 30 and Q 31, there was something in the 

material that could not group. à 

2 It was stipulated that Mr. Crum and Mr. Hodge could be excused. "| 


; Burton Walker, McCall, Idaho was called, sworn and direct examined 
Mp. Remaklus. He said that he owns and operates tho Walker Funeral Home, 
d has since 1958. He is also Coroner for Valley County, Idaho, since 
O. He was coroner on Nov. 1974. He had the occassion to go to a place 
highway #55, 1 mile south of Donnelly, Idaho, where he saw two bodies, 
coroner he made an examination of the bodies at that time and determined 
| both bodies were in the same condition, that they had been dead about å 
hours. He said that later on that evening he loaded the bodies in his 
e and transported them to McCall, Idaho, the time of this was about 
Bd-night on Nov. 5, 1974}. He left the bodies in the hearse and made 
“@rangements for a post mortem examination, and next morning bock them to 
Dise, Idaho to the St. Alphonsus Hospital. These two bodies were taken 
a delivered to a Dr. Scott. He remained at the hospital for the first 
opsy of the unknown victim, later found to be John Wayne Bradford, 
a Me. Robinson cross examined Mr. Walker. He said that he was not 
& doctor so the autopsy was done at his request. He requested that a 


E 


e 


i 
| 
Rood check, urine test be made on the victim Bradford, he was not sure 4 


bat a drug screen test was made or not. 


i Mr. Burton was excuses Gime br yrdered to remain in the 
Burt for further questioning. 
Dr. Delbert E. cott M.D., was called, sworn and direct examined by 
„ Thomas. He said that he is a physician there. He gave his educational 
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background to the court. He said that on Nov. 6th and 7th, 1974, he 
performed the autopsies on the victims Arnold and Bradford. The autopsy 
on Bradford was performed on Nov. 6, 197}, he described the proceedure, 
he removed three bullets from the face and neck of this victim. He made 
internal tests, urine test, blood teats. Eis opinion was that death was 5 
caused by gun shot wounc. When asked what shot that he felt had been the 
fatal one, he replied that it appeared to be the one right of the right 
nostril. It was his opinion that the shots wera fired 2% and 3 ft. 
distance. 

On Nov. 7, 1974 the autospy was performed on Mr. Arnold, the identity 
of this victim had been learned from Mr. Bud Mason. He said that in the 
p ce of Mr. Mason he performed this autospy, made the usual blood 
and aksohol tests. He removed one bullit from this victim in the right ie 
temple area. He gave this slug to Nr. Mason. It was his opinion that this 
gun shot severed the artery causing death. He said that there were no 5 
powder burns, impling that this shot was a distence greater than arms 
length. H- said that the bullets taken from the victim Bradford was 
given to Sheriff Lynskey. 

Jury was admonished and excused. 

Court recessed 2:35 o'clock p.m. 

Court reconvened 2:5 c'clock p.m. 

was returned and stipulated all present. 

My. Robinson cross examined Dr. Scott. He asked if the victims 

had any tatoos? He replied that there were around 15 or 20 of them. 


Defendant's Exhibit (ost Mortem-Bradford) marked and identified. 
Defendant's Exhibit D (Post mortem - Arnold) marked and identified. 
Exhibit No. © offered. 
Objection by Mr. Thomas, not original. 
Dr, Scott stated that the original was sent to Mr. Walker or Sheriff 
R Dr. Scott read the illegible part into the record and then 
it was stated that a more legible copy would be substituted. 
Exhibit C admitted. 
Defendant's Exhibit D was offered and admitted. 
The court eed that the copy could be filed and a more legible copy 
be substitu d. 

Mr. Robinson questioned Dr. Scott as to the mark on the back of 
Mr Bradford? He said that no reference was made to this mark. 

Mr. Thomas re-direct oxamsined Dr. Scott. He said that no mention 
was made to the makr as it wav iot related to death of victim. 

It was stipulated thet or. Scott sould be excused. 
Defendant's Exhibit E (Reals report) marked. 


Loren Beals, Boise, Idaho was called, sworn and direct exanined 
by Mr. Thomas. He said that he works at the St. Alphonsus Hospital and St. 
Luke Hospital, Boise, Idaho as a toxicologist and chemist and has been 
employed as such since 1970. He gave nis educational background. He 
said that he received blood and urine samples from two victims from an 
autopsy on Nov. 6 and 7, 1974. 

Mr. Remaklus stated that the original copies of Exhibits © and D 
have been located and these were substituee for the copies. Exhibits 
C and D were marked, and admitted and the copies withdrew. 

It was stipulated that Dr. Soott could now be excused. 

Me, Thomas continued the direct exemination of Mr. Seal. He said ; 
that when he received the samples on Nov. 6, 1974 that he did not know 
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y He said that 
later he learned that #3146 was Bradford. He related the test made. 

That the alcohol test on Bradford was 0.1 and the one on Arnold was 0.195. 
He found no trace of drugs. There was an indication that considerable 
alcohol beverages had been consumed., 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 51 (blood sample) marked and stipulated admitted. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 52 (blood sample) marked and stipulated admitted. 
Defendants Exhibit F (Beal Report on Arnold) marked, identified, offered. 
Defendant's Exhibit d (Beal Report on Bradford) marked, identified , offered. 


Mr. Beal said that exhibit F on Arnold showed 0.195 and Exhibit d 
for Bradford showed 0.1) 


Defendant's Exhibit F and G were admitted. 


Dr. Beal said that the tests revealed no drugs, just alcohol. 
It was stipulated Mr. Beal be excused. 


Steven Paul Rivers, Portland, Oregon was called, sworn and direct 
examined Mr. Thomas. He said that he came in contact with the defendant 
in Nov. 1974 when he was traveling across the country from Portland, Ore. 
to Baltimore, Maine. He said that he met the defendant on Interstate 80, 
in Idahe at a rest area. He stopped there and was approached by Carol 
Spaulding, $ e asked if her and her boy friend could stay in the oar for 
awhile, as it was e Drag and they wanted to warm up. He told them that 
he was on his way to t pake City and could give them a ride. After 
they had been on thé road for a while he wanted a cup of coffee so pulled 
in to Glens Ferry, Idaho. He and Carol Spaulding went in the oafe, but 
the defendant, Creech s in the car. They went out and got in the car 
and started out of town they were apprehended by the police. The police f 
took the three of them into custody at this time. They were all taken to 2 
the police station at Glens Ferry and later on transferred to Mountain 3 
Home, Idaho, He was asked if he noticed any unasal action of the defendants? | 
He said no t concern at being stopped. ke said that when he pulled over 
he thought that he was stopped for spot check. 

Mr, Robinson cross examined Mr. Rivers, He testified that they were 
stopped at approximately 2:00 o'clock a.m, he got his license and his 
registration ready. When he got out of the car he saw two guns pointed at 
them. They were made stand by the car and friskhed. At the time they were 
stopped he was driving, Miss Spaulding was in the middle and Mr. Creech on 
the passenger side of the car. ie got out the drivers side and the other 
two got out the passenger side of the car. They were at the scene of the 
arrest about 15 minutes. They were advised of their rights at the police 
station at Glens Ferry several times. He was asked if he was present 
When Miss Spaulding and Mr. Creech was given their rights? He said that 
he didn't remember, He was asked if the police found eny drugs in his 
car? 


Sea 
— 


The court said that this matter would be taken up outside the 
presence of the jury. 

Jury admonished and excused. 

The court advised the witness that he was protected by self inorimina- 
tion. 

The defendant seid that he declined te answer this question. 

Mr. Robinson said thet if he wants the fifth amendment right aust 


state in front òf the jury. Approved: 
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"55 or"56 Buick? 
to Mr. Maxwell. 
nd was sure that 


his 1p to Lewiston, 


for the first 
ad in cars and 
6 cer, by the road. 
4. Lene hair, the 


ght at first that 
red it was a 


| Hundred Ninety Sixth ** 
e present. 
-svorn and direct 
y s of age, and 
so ‘eyployed in Nov 3, 
was the gar that came i 
ce 2 inte the station two 


» 197k. 


. Ser 8 to know if he wanted to byy a battery 


charger, dan he 602 zn that L3 had no money to buy one, so they left. Te 


"next timo they came ia and brought some gas. There was threo persons in 


the car, and he deseribså thom, saying that the defendant was one of them. 
A0 8. 3 thet “@ was About 7:49 p.m and he remembered this as it was abovt 


ciosiag Gime. 


We said 


back GO the ec. 
Vr Robin:zor. 


ce... 


Me. Remer, pd d. 


“36 Shere wore beer cans and a sleeping bag in the 
som" „ A. Stewart regarding the people in the 


n amino tao witness regarding the defendant, 


and hor he is surs ho wccogrn zed him at this time. 
t was stipulated the ~Atness could be excused. 
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(CONTINUED) Es 
Anne Bradley, Boilie, Idaho, was celled sworn and direct examine | 

by Mr. Remaklus. She said that she isa criminolist with the Idaho . 
Department of Healtt and Welfare. She geve her educational back ground anc a 
what her duties consisted of, She was so employed in 1974. She conducted i 
tests on objects in connection with this case, These objects she got from : 


Mr. Bud Mason. She said that the envelpe that sh 
hes been in her custody at all times. gó she received from Mr. Mason 


State's Exhibit 53 (Plastic evnelope containing dried blood =- group 
rerked, identified, offered and admitted. * - 10 
2 54 (piece of cardboard) marked, identified, offered and 
Mr Robinson cross er nined Mias Bradley. She said 
no other knowledge of exhibit No. 52 and 53 Ho SR her 3 ve 
r „ | a DAES 534 (envelope marked #2) marked, identified, offered 
ted. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit envclo 
8 Sha ( pe marked #1) marked, identified, olreree 
Mr. Robinson re-cross examined. “igs ad). 
which writing on envelope #1 and #2 were 4 n men 
It was stipulated that the witness be excused. 
Jury admonished, 
Court recessed 10:01 a.m. 
Court reconvened 10:1) a.m. 
Jury was returned and it was stipulated all present. 


Carol Spaulding, called, sworn and direce examined by Mr. Remaklus. 
She seid she is 15 years of age, and is in the Nevada State Prison, and has 
been since May 1975, before that was in the Idaho State Penitentiary. 
She said that she is acquainted with the defendant, she met in Fresno, Calif., 
in Spet. 1974. after ene met the defendant in Calif., she traveled with hiv 
for some time, first to Clarkston, Wn, then to Kentucky and then back to 3 
Lewiston, Idaho. They arrived in Lewiston, Idaho on or about Oot. 30, 1974. 
2 stayed at a hotel there and at her mothers place ( Martha Spaulding, 3 
2403 Sth Ave, Lewiston, Idaho) The defendant was with her at her mothers X 
place. She said that they were there approximately one week. Earley on e 
Nov. 3, 1974 they were at her mothers. She left there with the defendant 8 
and started hitch-hiking to Boise. 4 

The witness at this time requested the court to appoint an atterra 
to represent her n this matter. 

The jury asked to leave the court room at this time. They were 
admonished by the court. 

The court questioned the witness as to why she wanted an actes er. 
She said that she might sey something that would incriminate heresif. 
She is without funds with which to employ an attorney, bni feels tray che 
should have one to veprosent her. 

M- Remaklus said that Miss Spauld ing is not charges hers and is not 
e suspect. i 

Mr. Robinson said that he feels that Miss Spaviding should have counsel. 

The court said that the only way that the witness vould need ilegali 
counsel is if she could incriminate herself by ner tactinony. 

My. Robinson said that he felt that Miss Seanrbéed-- Spaulding saouls 
have counsel because cf her total involvwent. The witness has previously been 


convicced az an essesory in thia case, Bet 
Gank 

EEE, of] 

Judge * 


Mr. Remaklus stated that this is trye, 
* 


1 


sa. RES A 


pproved: 


Page-2 of____._ pages. 


— SEE T 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


ARATE SF AOARO, Plaintiff ) Wann ͤ 
vs. 
PHOMAS EUGENE CREECH Defendant | 19 
(CONTINUED) 


Miss Spaulding has been in the Idaho State pent fd ai a the 
Nevada Penfitensiary on ti is conviction. Under 18- pe 8 would 
prohit a second prosecution for same cause, but could be poseability of 
a second offense involved. 9 

Mr. Robinson made a statement to the court, he said that many things 
might come to light in this case and feels that Miss Spaulding should be 
representea by counsel. Kg 

The court said that he could see no need to answer any Questions on 
any out of State involvment. ni 

Mr. Robinson stated that he is sure that the court is aware of the 


intent of the defense, that the material covered in the po: h report 
= the basis of defense is that the jefendant did not it the nur ders 4 
n Idaho. ree 5 

The court said that he is not in agreement of this in the case. He ) 
sai’ that be would appoint a local ttorney to represent Miss Spaulding, { 


but does not want a delay in this trial. S i 
Mr. Remaklus said that he has other witnesses that he can go ahead 
with et this time, b i 1 
The court said that he woud allow 8 Spaulding to be withcrawn j 
as a witness and wculd appoint counsel to repr her. The only issue į 
of concern here is self inerimineatica oni the only issue to be consulted on. | 
The jury was returned and i. was ~. 4 that all were present. 
The court informed the jurors at he was allowing Miss Spaulding 
to withdrawn as a witness temporartiy. ate 


William Sherman Hill, Glens Fer: 
direct examined by Mr. Thomas. He sa: 
officer for three years and was red on Nov. 8, 1 , He gave his 
education and back rence. He said that he first cane in 
contact with the defendan lov. 5; 1976, at 2100 a.m. 

d 1 Caf and obgerved 
cane 


d expis 
t on Wo 0 
in the morning. He had phat ; Han w coff 
two pve oe as they int @ cafe. He described the two people, 


ia 
, Idaho was called, swe and 
that he has ty police 


ye 


th 


identifing Miss Spaulding as one and Mr. Rivers as tha he said that 
he had received a description earlier Valley County, o and one of 
the descriptions fit Miss Spaulding. was examined on s Exhibit 2) 


as the maxi coat Misa Spaul was wearing. He said that he went and 
phoned the Elmore County Sh s office for a back up unit. He was 
notified that there was no available units, and no Stete unit available 

ao he called officer Menzik at his home and advised him of the situation. 
He said that he observed the suspects leaving town, headed east, he left 
the cafe and met Officer Menzik at a gas station, and they went in pursuat 
of the Rivers vehicle. They put on the light and the Rivers car stopped, 
he aaid that this car hed Maryland plates on it andhe called in for a 
check on it. Poth he and Officer “enzik got out of the car with guns 
drawn. They checked out the subjects in the sar, making a pat search of 
gach individuel Ho asked thew for identification. Miss spaulding said 
that she didn't have any, the defendant, Creech gave a drivers license, 
bearing the name of John Carl Adama. He said that Officer Menz ik advised 
the three suspects that tioy were under arrest for murder, they were 

‘ken to the patrol car and advised of their rights, and each of the three 
were asked if they mderstood their rights ana each answered in the affirm- 


ative. He explained the cireumstances to Mr. Rivers. Officer Menzik asked 
Mr, Rivers tur pern sion to look in his gar and was given persission. He 
wnant to the car and seme back with a black purses, and asked who it belonged 


to. Ko one emswere?. It was opened and on top was a gum amd holster. 


Judge 
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persons were put in e patrol car 

They were taken into thə station along with the pur 

in the Rivers car. He noticed that the ID given by the 
reech 


stains, that were believed to be blood stains were found on both of 3 
jackets. State's Exhibit #47 was identified as the two jackets mentioned 
by Mr. Hill. He said that the purse was checked and a pair of levis a 
tee shirt were taken out by officer Freeman. Panik 
The three suspects were then transported to Mountain Home for further 
investigation. He said that Mes Spaulding and Mr. Creech were taken in 
the back seat of police vehicle. Mr, Rivers rode with him in the Rivers ` 
car. When t arrived at Mountain Hime a matron did a complete search = 2 


Creech. This was observed, along with a levi Jacket of Creech and gr ed 


of Miss ding. They were met at Mountain Home by Officers Maxwell 2 
a nd Wood, 4. k wag 


Jury was admonished, and excused. 

Court recessed 11:17 o'clock a.m. pe 

Court reconvened 11:30 a.m. a 

Jurys returned and it was stipulated all were present. x 

Mr. Thomas continued to direct examine Mr. Hill regarding the items SA 
taken from the purse of Miss Spaulding, the pistol, holster, tee shirt, levis © 
2 boxes of shells and part of a package of Kool cigarettes. eS 
State's Exhibit No. 55(Waiver of rights) marked and identified Red, 
State's Exhibit No. 56 (copy of statement, beginning with page 2) marked vag 
and identified. 

He said that while the defendant Creesh was giving his statment he 74 
appeare normal, maybe a little nervouse, but not under theinfluence of a 


< 


any drug or anything. 5 
Mr. Robinson cross examined Mp, Hill regarding his written report 2 
of this arrest. He said that she report was written over the next two pe 
days after the arrest of the parties on Nov. 8, 197k. He stated that the a 
Suspects were arrested approximately 2:45 a.m. arriving at the Glens “J 
Ferry plice station et approximately 3:00 a.m. they were ther until about a 
4:15 a.m. then went to Mountain Home, Idaho, arriving there at about eg 
u cus am.. They went directly to the commissioners room with all three ‘a 
of the suspects and the confiscated property, and remained there with 
Mr Monzik until Miss pauding was taken Approved: room and Mr. Creech vas 
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chere with Officer Freeman and was examined for about 15 or 20 minutes. 2 
| ` He Was taken down stairs and Miss Spaulding was brought in and-was 
| questioned for approximately 20 or 30 minutes. Miss Spaulding was taken 
back down stairs and Mr. Creech was bronght back to the room. | was 
approximately 7:00 o'clock a.m.. Mr. Creech was questioned this for 


Winters, Mr. Freeman and himself, 
stairs and a complete search was made and he was put in coy 
Spaulding was taken back up stairs for seerch by matron. 
was questioned for approximately 20 to 30 minutes by Mr. | 
Rivers gave a written statement to Officer Freeman. 

They then went out for breakfas$, this was a 


about 30 minutes, present at this time was the defendant, Creech, Mr. 
down 


The defendant Creech and Miss Spauling were in cells at the 8 

About 10:30 they went back to the jury room, whe L the item: 

end more questioning of Miss Spaulding. He was zent during this ee 
| session, He described the actions of Miss Spaul@ing, she was very unruly 
| and used mach profanity during the conversation. _ Si . 


de said that he has been a police officer for about three y rs and 

has had the opportunity to see people that have been on drugs. | was 
asked if he felt that Miss Spaulding was acting normal? He answer that 
she wasn't behaving normally in this situation, but when she was at the ak 
Police station at Glens Ferry she acted vey | f she was scared, but once 
| at Mountain Home berain using all ki 71 3 . tha t oy 
f 3 a.m. | ta 


| of 
the Sens of gts = bry a E r 25 
, Was then taken back to cell N did not see he gain. 

ue Said that he was present when Fr. Creech was brought back at 

„ , &pproximately 2:00 p.m. that day. : 8 ; 
AN „i BO was asked if the actions of Mias e e 
„: $ Same as on Nov. 1974? He said that here actions were ler but that 
t AR dr language was not the sama. 3 


1 . Begentant's Schibit H (1411 report marked, identiciea, offered 
Be’ É jue questioned the paps Pi on voir dire, ob jected bo th. 
i¢ Sty. Ue. Robinson eentimed exemination er Mp; Hill regarding page 8 and 9 
A of the report regarding the statenent of iias Spaulding that Mr. Creech 
„ bas said that a pockot knife had been held to his throat? Officer Hill 
E såld that Mr. Creech did not say thia by that Mise Spaulding had made 
; this remark. ; 


; fie was asked if there was anyother incorrect statement s in the report? 
He said that there were not tohis knowlecze. 


Defendant's Exhibit H was re-offered and aduitted. 

Jary wes admonished and excused for lunch, 

Court recessed 12:05 p. m. 

Court reconvened 1:30 p.m. 

Jury was returned and it was stipulated all were present. 

Mp. Robinson continued cross exauinktion of Mr. Hill. He said that 
he Was not pre sent during all the examinations of Mr. Creech. He said 
that at the questioning at 2:00 p.m. that afternoon he was not present 
at ali times, He thought that Nr. Maxwell and Mr. Woodall were there. 
This session lasted about 2 hours. He was asked what type of questions 
were asked in the eerly hours at Mountain Home? He said that it was 
generally where he had been before his arrest, route of travel and mat 
had occured at Bolse and Lewiston. He sald that MP. Greech had said that 
their transportation had been hiteh hiki 
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(C UED) 
Spaulding as a companion, He said that Creech didn't 
or who he got E pen with. He was being K tw under 
Tommy Turner at the beginning, but by the time t ster’ 
Mise Spaulding they Imew that his name was 83 
he does not know how this identification was learned, m 
they knew that the one suspects name was Thomas Creech. Sau 
they also questioned Miss Apaulcing as to where they „ w Ki E 
the arrest and the metho- of travel and the route, He sai 5 
a diffent route of travel given by Miss Spauld 
siad that Creech said that they left Lewiston, I 
State through Oregon, but that Miss Spaulding said that cher came 
Idaho on highway 755 by Grangeville, New Meadows and MeCall. 

He was asked about a written statement by Miss Spaulding. He said 
that he did not know anything about this. 

Ee saic that the statement of Mr. Greech between 2:00 p.m. and 
4:00 pem., was questioning by Mr. Woodall, and Mr. Creech answered these 
questions and Mr. Woodall wrote these down. He said that Officer Woodall | 
couldn't keep up with all the writing sometimes and these pray oles ig 
repeated. He said that the answeres were freely given by Mr. 
during this period. After the questioning was finished, Mr. 

Mr. Creech went over the written state-ent and made corrections these 
corrections were initdaled by Mr. Cre.ch and statement was aes at 
bottom of each page by the defendant. After this time the , 
Creech was taken back to his cell. 

He sald that he helped load some of the evidence then went back to 
Glens Ferry. He did not know if Miss Spaulding was questioned after 
u 00 p. u. or not. Ho was not present in the room at the time that the 
defendant stated that “He needed help", but had been told that he had 
gaid this. He said that he was not present in the room when the first 
page of the statment was taken from the defendant Creech, but was there 
when it was signed. He said that the printing was done by Mr. Woodall. 

There was no re direct by Mr. Thomas. | 

Witness was excused. 


an 


George M. Menzik, Glens Perry, Idaho was called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr. Remaklus. He said that he is a 51180 officer for 
Sheriffs Office in Elmore County. That on Nov. „ 197) he was a police 
officer for Glens Ferry, Idaho. He was called from his home by Officer 
Hill to assist him in the arrest of three persons on Nov. 8, 1974. He 
told how he met Officer Hill and they wont in pursuat of a car going 
down first street, that they stopped them on the highway corner, by 
turning on the police car lights. The car was an Oldsmobile, white top 
and dark bottom. He said that he cot out of the car, he was holding a 
loaded shot gun, he was using the door as a shield as he got out of the 
car. He said that the dri ər, . Rivers got out of the car and he had 
him place hands on head and ‘nen had him lean against the car with his 
hands on top of the Rivers car. Mr. Rivers was pointed out in the court 
room as having testified here vefore. He said that Carol Spaulding got 
out and she was placed with hands on top of River car, then the defendant 
Creech got out. Mr. Creech was pointed out by the witness. Record will 
show that the witness indicated Mr. Creech, defendant at this trial. 

He said thet Officer Hill made a pat search of the three suspects. Ho 
said that the defendant Creech was dressed in levi jacket, gray shirt and 


pants. Miss Spaulding had on a long dark maxi coat with a hood. He said 
that the three suspects were placed in the back of the patrol car, this 
back seat ia separated from the front segspeebec Screen. He and 

4a ine front seat. Officer Hill got on the redi 
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Suspects, Officer Hill read the Miranda warning to the three suspects. 
‘said that he then asked Mr. Rivers if he could look in his car and was 
tpl t he could. On the front seat on the floor he found a black hand 
g. He asked who it belonged to, but received no answer, except that 
Re rs said that it was not his. He opened the bag and on top was 
‘tol. No would say who this belonged to. Another pat search was 
made of the three people. Fe sar that he handcuffed the defendant, Creech 
} Miss Spaulding and put them in the patrol car. 
| He was asked if any of the three persons responded when given their 
hts, and then asked if they understood them? He said that all three 
wored yes, and that they understood the rights given to them. 
; He then asked Mr. Rivers if he could drive his car into town and 
said thet Mr. Rivers hesitatsd, but then told him to go ahead, so the 
suspects were taken by patrol cer, by Office: Hill to the Glens Ferry 
ce Station, and he followed them in the Rivers ser, arrived at 
pta station about 2:5 a.m.. The three were taken into the statior. 
ad he noticed tue identification given to Officer Hill Creech on the 
le and that the picture was not Creech, and this identification was for 
u Joe Carl Adams. He got a consent from Mr. Rivers to search his car, this 
ent was in writing. 
Officer Freeman arrived abort 3:40 a.m.. He also gave the miranda 
hts to the three suspects and had thom sign a form that they uaders tood 
e rights and had waived the right to Lave an attorney! present. 
He said that he went out to search Rivers car and fonnd a pillow, 
weeping bag, a coat( a peacoat type). He examined Exhibit #47 and said 
at this was the jacket, also marked Q31. He examined a levi jacket E 
0 and said that this was the jacket that Creech was wearing when arrested. 
examined Exhibit #25 and said that this was the black bag taken from the 
iv car. Said that exhibits 22 and 23 lobked like the gun and holster 
on from the black bag. He said that he removed the clip and a shell 
1 the chamber of this gun. 
Rhibit No. 254 he said were two boxes or 22 shelis taken from purse at 
| police station. ) 
. He said that he had a conversation with Mr. Rivers. He said that he 
5 approached at a rest stop by Carol Spaulding and ashea him if she and 
boy friend could sit in the car out of cold. He said in talking that 
learned they were all headed basically the same direction, so he offered 4 
m a ride. They stopped at Glens Ferry for a cup of coffee, just he and 4 
ol Spaulding got out of the car, for coffee, i 
2 He said that he and OL ‘toer Freeman took Carol Spaulding and Mr. id 
Feech to Mountain Home. That the two suspects were in the back seat of 4 
car and they did talk among themselves, but that he couldn't over hear 4 
of the conversation. He told what happened when they reach Mountain ‘| 
. He said that when they reached Mountain Home, Mr. Creech was taken 5 
stairs at the Sheriff office to a conference room, and Miss Spaulding 
Mr., Rivers were taken downstairs. At that time the defendant, Creech 
referred to as Tommy Turner, as after noticing the ID at Glens Ferry 
not bis, he gav. bhem the nams Tommy Turner, his naue of Creech was 
learned until later in the day. 
; He said tmt after helping transport the three suspects to Mountain 
mae, he stayed there until approximately 10:00 a.m. and returned to 
8 Ferry. 
i He explained the eppaarance and actions of the defendant when he was 
"@topped. He said that he was quiet and spoke lew and answered all questions. 
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ae Ferry Police Station he appeared normal, a little nervous, 

i messed up and eyes were blood shot. At both Glens Ferry and 

® he sat still and answered the questions put to him. On the 

nein Home he and Miss Spaulding carried on a conversation, but 
Rear any of it. He said that he did not give any of the miranda 

(6 witnessed both Mr Hill and Mr. Freeman when they did. At each 
fee of the suspects said that they understood the warning and 

Fights, also saw them sign the waiver of rights. 


‘Bemeklus removed State's Exhibit No. 2. 


‘offered and admitted. 

Fates Exhibit 57 read into the records by Mr. Remaklus. 

f admonished 

recessed 2:37 o'clock p.m. 

Bt reconvened 2:48 o'clock p.m. 
ourt said that the records here will show that Exhibit #2 from 

on hearing is marked in £14 this trial #57. 

It y stipulated between counsel that Mr. Walker could be excused. 
. ell had to return to Cascade, Idaho and will return into 

dim on Wednesday. 

ers were returned and it was stipulated all were present. 
Robinson cross examined Mr. Menzik as to the conduct of the 

d Mise Spaulding when arrested. He stated both were normal 

de a little nervouse. He said that the defendant, Creech and 

Ag talked on the way o Mountain Home, but he couldn't hear what 


lated what hap ened when they arrived at Mountain Home. He 
Mountain Home, Mise Spaulding three a temper tantrum, calling 
8, because she wanted a cigarette, and wasn't given one. 
he returnd’ to Glens Merry sround 10:00 a.m. and had no further 
this matter until Oct. 3, 1975 

ur ther questions. 
Was stipulated that this witness could be excused. 
Freeman, Mountain Home, Idaho was called, svorn and direct 
Mr. Remaklus. He said that he is a dective for Elmore County, 
den for past four years. Ne related his training and expierences. 
employed on Nov. 8, 1974 and living in Mountain Home. He was 
Glens Ferry on Nov. , 197) at approximately 3:10 a.m., to assist 
Ferry Police. te arrived there about 3:40 a.m. and went to the 
® Station, %fficer Menzik and Officer Hill, defendant, Creech and 
Spaning and w. vers were there, ‘le pointed out the defendant, 
och as one of the parties at Glens verry that night. He was 


the situation by Mr. Hill. he three suspects were present. He 
Bowi the drivers license given by tne defendant in the name of Joe 
Adama, which was not the defendants. e viewed the pistol, bag and 
p s taken from tne defendants car ur person. He wanted to question 
bs so he cave them their rirhss. He identified the exhibit #57, 
on signed that aight, defendent sirned as Tom Turner. He told how 
hte were given, that they were sismed an witnessed. He sata that 
moO search was also sicnec ot tha sine. fter sat he talked to 
f on the phone, checked the clothing for stains, be identified 
of clothing as Ex, } coat, ex. 5» purse, Q30 jacket, 331 


4 
25 trousers. 


— A pages. 


Abit No. 57 (Notification of Rights Form, signed "om Turner) marked, 
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State's Exhibit #58 (copy of inventory] marked and admitted. | 


He said that all the items mentioned on exhibit 58 were gathered by him and X 
turned over to Jim Maxwell, except the two boxes of 22 shells. a 
å * exhibit 25A, 22 and 23, he said that there are some items on 4 
hibit 58 that have not yet been mentioned in this trial. He said that 4 
` the bag of Miss Spauldings was delivered to Jim Maxwell, with all the | 
contents in it. ; 
After giving the suspects there rights at Glens Ferry he questioned 3 
the defendant why he used the name Tom Turner, where he lived. He also ce 
asked Mr. Rivers as to his residence. 
mae three suspects were then transported to Mountain Home, he was 
in the orr with Mr. Creech: and Miss Spaulding. Mr. Rivers rode in his car 
with Mr. Hill. He s eid on the rife to Mountain Home that the defendant 
and Miss Spaulding carried on a normal conversation, but he could not hear 
what they said. He said that they arrived at Mountain Home approximately 
5:00 a.m., the items taken from the Suspects were in the trunk of the car. 
The suspects were taken into the courthouse and the items in the car 
trunk. Mr. Creech was taken to the first floow for questioning, along with 
the items taken. Mr. Rivers and Miss Spaulding were taken downstairs. 
He talked with Mr. Creech, Mr, Hill was present at this time. 

Jury excused at this time and admonished by the court, 

i . The court said that he would like a brief Summary what this statment 
of Mr. Creech consisted of by this witness.. 

Mr. Bemaklus said thet this statement was marked Exhibit D at the 
Suppression Hearing on Oct. 3, 1975. That this statement concerned where 
defendant had been. 

Tue court asked Mr, Robinson if he agreed to this report. 

My. Robinson said that this was ar, paragraphs not testified 
to on Oct. 3, 1975 not to be given, but fully expexts that this entire 
report will be aduitted later. 

The court said that this will be ruled un at a later date. 

Court recessed 3:55 o'clock p.m. 

Court reconvened 4:10 o'clock p.m. 

The court suggested that any further foundation for the statement 
by Mr. Freeman would be the same issues given on Oct, 3, 1975, if the court 
could consider the testimony given at that time on this issue. 

It was so stipulated. 

Mp. Remaklus continue? to examine Mr. Freeman and he said that 
the-basic questioning in Mountain Home was pertaining to where he had been 
that week of Nov. 8, 17 and the rides that Mr. Creech had obtained and 
with who if he kmsw. He said that he was not present during the questioning 
of Mr. Creech in the afternoon at Mountain Home. He didn't see him again 
until they were preparing to transport Mr. Creech back to Valley County. 

Mr. Robinson objected to any statement that was in the Motion to 
Suppress Hearing Oct. 3, 197%. 

The court said that it can consider this issue in the Motion to 
Suppress, and the exhibit #55, this statement is confidential it was 
voluntarily made after the defendant was given his rights, that page 1 of 
ex. 55 and page 2 of ex, 56 still contain objectional material. He said 
that he didn't want this exhibit to go to the jury until it had been taken 
out, and does not want this read into the record in its entirity now. 

Jury was returned and it was stipulated all was present. oe 

Mr. Remaklus continue? to examine Mr. Freeman regarding the conversati 
at Mouncain Home and was wes told him in Glena Perry. He said that Mr. 0 


said that he had been in Spokane, n the lop day before, and hitch rs to 
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ho, going by way of Oregon, He stayed in Boise, Idaho with 


said that the actions of defendant at Glens Ferry were normal, he 
is, as people are who have been arrested, eyes were blood shot, 
talk alot, but answered any questions put to him, these actions 
i on the ride to Mountain Home, he and Miss Spaulding talked 
the back of the patrol car, no loud noises, it was dark so ho 

i my facial features. When he saw the defendant at Mountain 
red to be a little more nervouse but actions were the same. 

R cross examined Mr. Freeman. He said that he had a 

ton with both the defendant, Creech and Miss Spaulding and this 
in the morning hours, also had a short talk with the defendant 


Menzik and Mr. Hill, shortly after that he return to co couse and 
an hour session with Carol Spaulding, present at this hearing was 
1, Mr., Maxwell and Mr. Hill was present part of the time, He 
kb zans * 1 aas the days heppenings to a report on the 
j * ov. ’ LJ 
Robinson said that he was finished with his cross examinatior, 
that this witness remain for call on defendants case. 
Remaklus said that his next witness would take considerable tins 
the court if it wanted to recess at this time. 
court said that they would proceed now. 
Woodall, Post Falls, Idaho, called, sworn and direc’ examined 
us. He said that he is an Investigator for State of Idaho, 
aw Enforcement and has been for «wo years. He gave his expierence 
tion in this work. He said that his duty for the State was to 
he liquor laws and to aid and assist any crimir-\ investigation 
help was requested. On Nov. 5, 1°7 he was employed in the area 
as cade, Idaho. He was called, to 1ehp Sheriff in a homicide 
tion. He went to highway #55, 1 mile south of Donnelly, Idaho, he 
3 about 8:30 p.m., at the scone was Mr. Maxwell, Sheriff Lenskey, 
T ; Mr. Remaklus.. Ha said that there was an area roped off 
st side of the highway, the car lights of the Sheriff's car was 
à at a barrow pit. He looked in this barrow pit and there was a 
bag and a blanket, under each of these were bodies of two male 


'g Exhibit 14 (Photo) marked and identified. 

P's Exhibit 13 (Photo) marked and identified. 

's Exhibit 10 hart marked and identified. 

ts Exhibit 1G (Photo) marked and identified. 

f's Exhibit 1J (Photo) marked and identified. 

arrival at the scene he inspected the bodies and gathered itema 
believed to be evidence, he put these items in plastic bags and 
ese. He helped to make a sketch of the area. 

73 (sketched area at scene of crime) marked and identified. 

34 ( enlarged sketch of ex. 3) marked and identified. 

Mall said that the weather that nignt was cold and overcast. He 
area between 11:00 o'clock and midnight. 


the area was the same as it had been guarded all night, he took 
Wos and picked up other articles. 

T's Exhibit 1M (photo) marke’ and identified. 

Friis Exhibit 1L (photo) marked and id ified. 

Maxwell went with him in the POL Approved :: about one hour there 


entiri 


Judge 


Home before he went to breakfast with Sheriff Winters, Mr. Rivers, 3 


— 
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- he also went to an area south of Cascade where he recovered 
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then went on to Donnelly, Idaho to interview some people there. The next . 
two s were t interviewing people in McCall, New Meadows and Ty. 
Exhibit 28 and bit 284 (photos of car) were identified. He said that 


d some papers f 

a river bank, this vas close to mile post u. On Nov. 8, 1975 he vent to 
Mountain Home. a 

Jury admonished. 2 

The court explained that there would be a two day recess as the next 
two days, Sunday gnd Monday (which is a holiday) ie non judicial days and 
the courts are not allowed to operate. i 

Court recessed 4:58 p.m. 


SEVENTH DAY 


R 
= ; 
9:07 o'clock tig "N 
Present as before 


. The court said that Miss Spaulding had claimed immunity and requested 
that the court appoint an attorney to represent her, and the court has 
appointed Mr. Boyd. Mr. Boyd is present in court at this time with Miss 
Spaulding. This requires that the State state what testimony that they 
plan to ask of Miss Spauldin g so Mr. Boyd can be advised, ' 

Mr. Remaklus said that he had provided Mr. Boyd with a taped intervi 
at the State Penitentiary at Boise , Jim Maxwell, as well as to a 
he and Mr. Thomas had with Miss Spauld at the Nevada State Penitentiary, | 
also to the transcript of the plea of Guilty by iss Spaulding, to the 
charge that she is in prison for at this time. This is the area that will 
be questioned. 
* The court asked the amount of testimony that the state is going to 

e 


Mr. Remaklus siad that he will go over this as soon as he gets the E 
transcript. ae 

Mr. Boyd said that he has received the transcript. It is the position 
of Miss Spaulding that she is entitled to the priviledge of self incr! tion. 
If this transcript is any indication they take the position that this is 
privledged, and he is prepared to make a showing as to this. 

The court said that it meant to limit them to the scope of the 
testimony, it is the position of the witness to make a showing and so doing 
that they can't incriminate themself, but they must make a showing. | 

Mr. Boyd said that he intended to make a shoking through oral argumsnt < 
to the court. He understands that the court has been furnished this 
information thru a pre trial memorandum Si 

He alleges that the witness traveled with the defendant to Glens $ 
Ferry. That they obtained gas without paying for it, regarding the stolen N 
battery charger, the series of events at Glens Ferry, and Lewiston, of 5 
a robbery of a 7-11 store, does not want to testify as these is enough facts 
that the State might bring charges for either a misdemeanor or a felony, if 
it is possible Carol Spaulding claims the privledge to any series of events 
that can link her to the crimes of the defendant, Thomas Creech. Carol 
Spaulding has entered a plea of Guilty to the crime of Accessory. but does 
not want to put herself in the position of double jeopardy, they can't take 
the chance that the Idaho Supreme Court is not the controlling lew. 

The court sai? that the question on the last point referring that 
she may be an accessory after the fact, not the principal, she may still be 


prosecuted for this. Approved: 
My. Boyd said that the court is entitled ake 


— oh oo pages. 
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( rr 
Mr. Robinson stated that he intends to show various crimes against 


The said that assuming this situation developes he wants to 
hear Mr. Boyds position if Mr. Robinson intends to call Miss Spaulding 
for a defense witness. 

Mr. Boyd said that they will claim the privledge against seif- 
inerimination. 
Mr. RO on said that he did contact Mr. Boyd and told him that he 
would make his entire file open for him to look at, they made a tentative 
tment but Mr. Boyd has not made himself available as yet. Ee does 


‘ » y: 
she already testified to, so not entitled to the privledge and cannot 


for incrimination but information that might lead to t incrimination of g 
tmess. If she is placed directly at the crime this could be incriminating, | 


Mr. Thomas made a statment to the court the court knows what the 
testi was so can fortell what the testimony here will be. 
can't be oo to reveal testimony. Mr. Thomas said that the 


% these facts having been stated under oath that she was no 
in these crimes that this would have taken care of this. 

The court said that testimony given under oath does not constitute 
a waiver. 

Mr. Boyd asked if it was the contention of the State that there was 
some of waiver in former testimony. He said that he hes not seen the 

so is not prepared to argue this at this hearing. It is his 

understanding that former testimony is not a waiver. 

The court said that the Guilty plea to Accessory considered a waiver 
there. He will sustain the privledge unless the State is prepared to grant 


nine 
„ Thomas said that he would like to order Miss Spaulding to testify 
under the grant of imunity 

Mr. Boyd asked if the Stato was proceeding under 111 or 1115? 

The court said that if Miss Spaulding was in agreement they would 


of his client so would be proceeding under 1115. 

Mr. Thomas agreed that this was correct. 

The court said that he would like to get the waiver question resolved 
before proceeding. 

Mr, Boyd said that he would like to see tne transcript first. 

The court asked when this would be? 

Mr. Thomas said that withing the next couple daya. 

Mr. Boyd said thet he can be prepared as far as briefing today. 

The court seid that he didn't need a transcript for briefing so can 
come in after evening recess tonight. 

Mr, Boyd agreed to this. 

The court stated that if it 1s deteomined as a matter of law this 
has been waiver, this would conclude the matter, if not tne State could : 
wake an agreement for immunity, so the court zes no reason why thia should 
not be granted, and the court would order Approved: tif RSA 


Pogo) d mm. 


Mr. Boyd seid that there was no agreement with the State on behalf | 


| 


| 
| 
| 


_ to that time or the rest of the day. He said that Miss Spaulding told him 
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the court can tell, Miss Spaulding will be required to testify. 
Jury returned and it was stipulated all present. 


Mr. Remaklus continued to direct examine Mr. Woodall. He said khat i 
he went to Mountain Home on Nov. 8, 1974 with Jim Maxwell, arri t 
8:30 a. m., they stopped for breakfast then went to the Sheriffs 
Elmore County, present was Mr. Maxwell, Mr. Freeman, Mr. Hill f 
Winters. He was taken upstairs in the Sheriffa office k Binns 
Commissioners room where the items taker from the three pects were, he 
exenined these things. He 381380 interviewed Carol Spaulding in this room. 
He was examined on ibits 22 and 23 the gun and holster, ex. 2h. coat, 
ex. 25, black bag, ex. 25A two boxes of shells, Bx. 41 10 shelis, Q30 
levi jacket of Mr. Creech, Q 31 a blue coat, these items were identified 
by Mr. Woodall. 

The record will show that Q30, Q31, Q25 are all part of trial ex. 47, 
along with the following items. 
Q28 gray shirt, identified. 
Q25 gray trousers, identified 
Q32 and Q33 socks, identified 

and Q27 2 shoes, identified 

Q29 Belt, identified. 
He said that after he checked the physical evidence he interviewed Miss 
Spaulding, present at this interview was himself, Carol Spaulding, Mr. Hill 
part of the time and Mr. Freeman part of the time and Mr. Maxwell. During 
this 212833 Miss Spaulding related direction of travel and Places they 
s and incidents that happened. He said that this interview was about 
10:00 a.m. on Nov. 8, 1974, he said that he had no other conversation up 


she ceme from Lewiston and beng Pooma gotten a ride with two men, go 

t Grangeville, down the highway to McCall, she was with the 4 ondan t, 
She said that Tom (deft) shot those guys, she ran from the car and he told 
her to come back or he would shoot her too. She identified the car as one 
she and Tom had gotten a ride in. Sher referred to the place where Tom 
shot the 2 guys and put the bodies in a ditch, the got in the car and 
proceeded towards Boise, the car ran out of gas. ey slept in the car 

for awhile and ther. tried to push the car in the river. They went on to 
Boise for two days after that, She said that they had stayed with some 

man in Boise, when they left they got a ride, 

After the interview Miss Spaulding was taken down stairs to her cell. 
E said that he then went to lunch and awaited the arraignment proceedings 
for Miss Spaulding, he appeared with Miss Spaulding. 

At about 1:30 p.m.he went to the police station in Mountain Home, he 
was with Mr. Maxwell, Mr. Hill, 

Jury admonished 

Court recessed 10:05 a.m. 

Court reconvened 10:15 a.m, 

Mr. Remaklus continued to examine Mr. Woodall. He said that he was 
at the cell where the defendant was and took the defendant to the office in 
the police station, this was about 2:00 p.m., Mr. Maxwell, Mr, Hill, the 
defendant and himself was present. The first thing that he did was give 
the miranda warning to the defendant. Mr. Woodall read the mirandae warning 
to the jury. He asked the defendant if he understood his rights and if he 
wanted to talk to them. The defendant said that he understood his rights 
and that he was willi to talk to them, 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 758 ( Notification of rights, copy of statement time) 
identified, offered and admitted. Approved: 


4 
4 


8841 of__ pages. 


‘Plaintiff's Exhibit #56 admitted except for delet‘ ons ordered 
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Mr. Remaklus read Exhibit #55 into the records. 

After the defendant signed the waiver of rights ka took the form and 
filled out the top of the voluntary statment (State's E-*ibit #56), and 
started to interview, he said that at the beginning of che interview that 5 Gy 
Tom Creech said "I did it, I did it" this was a spontaneous statement. fe is 
describered the appearance of the defendant when the statement teken, At 7 8 
the beginning he started out asking questions, but after a time the defendant 
was talking so fast that he had to get him to slow dow sa he could write aa 
it down. He said that during this statement the defendant looked tired and 5 
was nervous, had blood shot eyes. After the statement was finished they went 
back to the first page made necessary corrections and had the defendant put 
his initeals on each correction and each page was signed at the bottom by me 
the defendant, this proceedure was carried out through out the entire seven oan 
pages of the statement. After this was finished the statement was witnessed 4 


by himseif and Mr. Hill. The statement was hand printed by him, but the 
initials were put on by Mr. Creech. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 56 (statement) marked, identified, offered. 
Mr. Robinson objected, he 81 argument. This objection wes ae 
basically covered in the Su sion Hearing. par 
e court said the ibit would be admitted except for the objections — 
ruled on of Mr. Robinsons, as to page 5 a portion of page lj. 


court. th 
The court said that the records will show that th: court = alaei brackets 
in red pen end written word "end" where etstemeri is to stop. ee 


Mr. Remaklus continued to question Mr. Woodall? He said in answers s 
to questions that the printed matter at the top of pages were to nah 
defendant before the statement. This printed matter was read into the ee. 
record al with the portion of the statement admitted by the court. 3 
Mr. Woodall stated that after taking the statement the defendant was W 
returned to the cell, a couple of hours later was taken before the strate — 
Court for arraignment proceedings. After that the defendant and Caro) 
pay yd men og transported back to Valley County, by Mr. Mason, Mr. Maxwell, 
and elf. 
: He seid that when the defendant appeared befor ne Magistrate he 
was read his rights again. 


State's Exhibit No. 59 (copy “Miranda Warning given deft.) marked, identified | 
offered and Lider was witdrawm and Mr. Remaklus stated that this had 
not been submitted to Mr. Robinson before the trial. 
Mp. Robinson objected. 
My. Remaklus withdrew his offer to withdraw. 


State's Exhibit #59 Admitted. 


Exhibit No. 59 read into the records. 
He saic that the defendant, Miss Spaulding and all the items taken were 
transported back in the county car. 

Jury admonished, 


Court recessed 11:07 a. u. ae 
Court reconvened 11:20 p.m. . 
Jury returred it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Remaklus continued questioning Mr. Woodall 


State's Exhibits 10, 11, 12, 12, offered and admitted. 


—ę— — pages. — 
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(CONTINUED) 8 
Plaintiffs Exhibits #22 and #23 was offered and admitted, N 1 
Plaintiff's Exhibit #2), (Q17) vas offered and admitted. cae 
Plaintiffs Exhibit #25 was offered and admitted. Bp) 
Pleintiff's Exhibit #254 was offered and admitted. Ba 
Plaintiffe Exhibit #41 was offered and admitted, — | 
Plaintiffs Exhibit #2 #43, #4 and #45 was offered and refused. 

Plaintiffs Exhibit #46 (Q5) offered and admitted 

Tistastfre Exhibit #47 ( Q25, Q26, Q27, Q28, Q29, Q30, Q31, Q32, and Q33 
en ed. 

Plaintiffs Exhibit #48 (Q6) offered and admitted. 5 

Plaintiffs Exhibit #60 (copy of F. B. I. report 12/3/74) marked, identified, 
offerad and admitted, 

It was stipulated between counsel for the plaintiff and counsel for : 
the ye ta that #Q17 thru que may be considered part of Plaintiff's 4 
Exhibit To 1 

The court said that it would be so stipulated, ee 

Mr. Remaklus continued to question Mr, Woodall, He asked him to check ` 
17 thru Q35 and tell which items he hed transported from Mo Homme 
vo Cascade, Mr, Woodall said that he had transported all of them. agg E E 
said that he hed transported the defendant back from Mountain Home but had 
ne further contact with him or Miss Spaulding until the trial, except a 
brief appearance in court at Ada County, Idaho, j : 

Mr..hobinson cross examined Mr. Woodall regarding his activities on 
Hov. 8, 1974? He said that he arrived in Mountain Home about 8:30 a.m. 
and met with Mr. Maxwell, Mr, Freeman, Hr. Hill and Paul Rivers at the . 
ElRancho Cafe for breakfast, thess person were all law officers except 
Mr. Rivers, There he was given information about this case against 
defendant and Mise Spaulding, He first saw Miss Spaul at the r 
County Courthouse, where he went to look at the items co ected as exhibits 
He described the behaviour of %% Spaulding at that time, as loud nasty 
talking and angry, He began questioning Mias Spauldin about 10300 a. n. 
present at that time was Miss Spaulding, Mr, Maxwell, . Hill and hinseif : 
This session lasted approximately one hour, He said that : 
attitude during this session was belligerent, foul t „ very 
attitude, making derogatory statements to police officers. He said that 
he would not consider that she was under the influence of any drugs at 
that time, her speech was clear and she walked without any trouble, she 
Sat in her chair with her feat up and her head down, She was asked if re 
understood the questions and she would nod her head Yes. After about Bie 
5 or 10 minutes she sat up and talked to them, she told them where she 2 
lived, about her mother, that she had ran avay from home and where she met 
the defendant, Mr. Creech, That she met Mr, Creec at a carnival in o, 
Velito.niu. She said that she had been with the defendant about 2 
She kept asking for a cigarette, when she was refused she would get su 
She never asked for any (rugs or medical aid, She was questi if 
was on drugs end she answered that she was not, 

He was asked what method of Questioning hi’ been used before Carol 3 
Spaulding came forth with the information abaut the death of Bradfor and 
Arnold? 11 

He ssid that e first made sure that Miss Spaulding understood hier 
rights, she was told that she could nave an attorney present, and when 
told this she said Tom shot those guys, He said that he was not present 
during the entire queationing of Miss Speulding. Hr 

He was asked if the statement of Miss Spaulding was sver reduced to 
writing? He said thet he had not did so. That Mr, Hill had included {i — 10 3 
as part of his report. Approved: S 
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He was asked if Miss Spaulding had been shown pho‘>graphs and how she 
reacted if she had been, He said that she hung her head and cried some, ` 
did identify some of them, 

The jury was admonished, 

Court recessed 12:92 p. m. 

Court reconvered 1:30 p.m... 

Jury was returned and it was stipulsted that all were present. 

Mr. Robinson continued to cross examine Mr. Woodall as to his 
qualifications to investigate matters like this. He said that he has 
served many communities, has been on the police force and also was chief 
of police, he is now a detective for the Dept. of Law Enforcement for the 
State of Idaho., has interrigated many persons in investigations. He was 
asked how many of these people tell untrue stories at the time of ques‘ion- 
ing? Mr. Woodall said that some have told untrue stories, but alot o? te 
them return and tell that what they had told before wae an untruth, He 2 
was asked what his opinion was regarding the statement given by Miss <a 
Spaul ? He said that the first 5 minutes of questioning of Miss an 
her attitude was belligerent, talking vulgar, sullen attitude, but di ; 
respond to the questioning, i 

He said that he can't recall any direct line of questioning to get 
the route of travel of Spaulding and Creeh, just asked questions, 
said that he knows nothing about a written report of the statement of 
Carol Spaulding, other that what was in Mr, Hills report. The questioning 
was not taped. She said very little during the first five minutes of 
questioning, but then opened up and really started to talk and tell what 4 
took place. When she started to tell about the deaths of the two men she 4 

| 
J 
| 
{ 


would talk then pause. He said that she and Mr. Creech had been in 
Lewiston with her mother, then they went towerd Boise, Idaho, getting a 
ride with two men in a car, while with the 2 mən they stopped to drink 
F the way. When they left Boise they got a ride with these two men, 
Arnold and ( drank while enroute, and one of them made advances 
tvards her and she a Cresch about this. When they stopped the car 
for her to go to the restroom, Tom shot those two men, she started to run, N 
but Tom Creech told her to come back or he would shoot her too, they put i 
the men in the ditch and covered them up. They then got in the car and 
drove on, they stopped awhile and slept in the car for a while. They went | 
on and the car ran out of gas, they then tried to push tha car over the i 
bank into the river, but couldn't. | 
Mr. Robinson asked if Miss Spaulding had mentioned the fact that one | 
of the men had held a knife at Mr. Creech's throat? | | 
| 
1 


Mr. Woodall said that she had mentioned that Wayne had knife at 
Toms throat. 


Mr. Robinson asked if he had felt at the time that Miss Spaulding 
was questioned if the statement had been rehearsed? 
Mr. Remaklus objected, no proper foundation. 
Overruled. 
Mr. Woodal said that he does not remember, but felt at the time | 
that it might have been a made up story, but not sure that he made any i 
statement to this effect. 
He was asked if he nad related ta Mr. Creech, what Carol 
Spaulding red related in her statement? Mr, Woodall said that ne had not, 
He suid that the voluntary statement of Nr. Creech began about 
2:00 p. n.. He was asked if Mr, Cresch had been questioned before the 
voluntary statment began? Mr. Woodall said thet there were no questions 


before the statement was given. Approved: 2 
fog ål ot. pages. e — 
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He said that the first thing before any statment wes taken, the defendant 
was given his rights. Up until this time the defendant had given no - 
information of the circumstances. There had been no previous session 
with Mr. Creech, the only information he had on this matter was gathe: 
from other officers, - He said that the officers learned the defen: 
identity as Thomas Eugene Creech, before that time they thought that 
name was Tom Turner. The voluntary statement was taken under the 
of Creech. He said that after the questioning had started the 
Creech broke in in a crying véics saying "I did it, I did it, I did | 
He did not seem to be under the influence of og . His appe 
at the time, vas hair messed up, blood shot e his ha sh 
and unkempt lot hinz, but he felt this was 7 3 under the 
and the fact that the defendant had not had an t had boen for nms í 

Mr, Robinson asked if the defendant sd 
any oc goe aia or drugs that he might have taken? Mr, : 

not. 

Mr. Woodall said that after the ques 
came pouring out and they had to stop him . ee | 
it down, this resulted in leaving blank spaces in the sta 1 
couldn't write it down fast enough. It was not necessary to 
defendant at all, The voluntary statement was completed about h 
This voluntary statement was gone over with the defendant * its 
completed and the defendant initaled and signed each page of this 
statement, 

Mr. Robinson asked if 1 story told by Mr. Creech was mö same 
as that told by Carol Spauld 

Mr. Woodall said yo was not t. o same, not exac*.y. 

He was asked why the defendant gave ‘he voluntary sti : ment, “oF 
was he ever asked? Mr. Woodall said that * di. not ask, he had no 
to. He said that he was in the area collecting evidence on the do 
murder, when the defendant gave the voluntary statement. This did n 
complete his investigation, he said that he interviewed many other 
taking their statements, 

Mr, Robinson asked if the investigation ever continued as to 
determining if they had the right parties in this crime? 

Mr. ‘soodall said that it did, he said that lab tests were nåde, 
people were interviewed, such as the young man at a service station, in 
Grangeville, 

Mr. Robinson asked if during the investigation if he ever had 3 

information given him that there were more than lj people in the car, ian yi 

the area of New Meadows? y š 
90 


t SÖK 


Mr. Woodell said that at one time that he had information about - 
this but that it proved false, it was in connection with another car and 


did not concern the same people. 
He was asked about the number of times that Mr. Creech said 


that he shes the 2 men? Mr, Woodall said that at one time he said 2 
times and one time he said 3 times. He said that Mr. Creech never did 
Say that one of the men held a knife to his throat, this statment was 
made by Cerol Spaulding. 

Mr. Robinson asked if he had questioned the defendant at any 
other times that the voluntary statement? 

Hr. Woodall said that he had questioned him 3 or times while Ne 
he was in jeil. JAN 

Mr.. Woodall was asked if he ever saw the defendant spaced ous 


on å s? He said tht he had not. a 
rug iii ” di 
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Mr, Remaklus questioned Mr. Woodall on re-direct. He asked 
him about the voluntary statement given by Mr. Creech. He said that the 
dash markes on the pages were when he was talking to fast to have all 
the information written down, Mr. Remaklus asked if there had ever been 
any reeson to believe that the crime had been committed by someone else? 
Mr. Woodall said there had not. : 

Mr. Woodall said that Mr. Creech had told in the statement that 
Tom Arnold had been driving the car, Hr.. Creech was on the pass je 
side, Carol Spaulding was in the middle of ’he front seat and Mr. Bradford 
was in back seat. | ta: z 

Mr, Remaklus asked if Mr. Creech ever said where 
was sitting when he shot the two men? 2 : č 

Mr. Woodall said that he understood that Miss Spaulding was = 
outside the car at the time. Sr E 

There was no further questions at this time. Mr. Woodall is = oc 
to remain in court for further questioning. ; 

Witness excused. 


William Schreiber, Lewiston, idaho was called, sworn end 
examined by Mr. Remaklus, He stated that he is 68 years of a | 
lived lived in Lewiston area for 53 years, and has Ned 2403 : 
street for the past 15 years, Mrs Spaulding resides at this same- 


for 4 or 5 days, they bp ie at house for the 
vere in town, Mrs. Spaulding and Cathy Spaulding vas 

He said that he was at home on Nov. 3, 1 
there ell the time, he usually went down own ny 
left the house Miss Cerol h eggene and Mr. Creech were 
left the house by the bine 
No. 22 as the gun that he owner ‘ie had it for 30 
for it and got the pistol and holséer. He kept the 
his mattress and spring on his bed, in his room. 
gun under his mattress too, at that time he had $640.00 unde rege 
just about 16 inches from the gun, but the money was under & sheet. He — 
Noticed the gun was tre > but did not report it to the insurance enro SR 
until the next moring and to the police. He did not give an permission ` 
to take the gun and holster. He had not seen the gun until the 
room. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Schreiber. He asked who else 
had been visiting in the Spaulding home, when the defendant and Carol 
Spaulding was there? He said that Cathy Spaulding and Mrs. Spaulding was 
there and some person called Dan, he didn't remember his last name, but ' 
he is now a missionary in the Morman church, He described Dan. a 
He was asked if Den had ever threatened him? He answered that he had not. 
He stated that Dan lived in Clarkston, Wn. He was asked if any cther 93 
were in the house at that time? He said that several person had been 
and out at that time while Carol Spaulding was there. He was asked if he 
had ever seen Mr, Creech vefore that “ime? He said mat he had not. He 
was asked hov the defendant acted while et the Spaulding house? He said 
he didn't pay much attention, but he was quite whenever he saw him, 
day that the gun was gone, the only persons that he had seen in the house 
was the defendant, Carol Spaulding, Mrs. LEN and Ca Spau,ding. 
He was asked if he was familiar with the 2 or iy döv 

vw) 


. 
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of the statement. He asked if an attorney had been appointed at that tine, 
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that he was and that he had encountered that odor in the house, but was 

not there «ll the time, ee 
There were no further questions or the defer.se, 
Jury was admonished 
Court recessed 2:5 p. r. 
Court reconvened 2:55 pen. ; 88 
Jury vas returned and it was stipulated that all were present. 


Eldon C. Palmer, Boise, Idaho, was called, sworn rnd direct — 
exemined by Mr. Thomas, Ee said that he tb the Montör OF a C Fey Sy 
Boise, Ideho and has been for three years. He gave his expierence « gree S: 
educational background, His first contact with the defend 4 n | 
Nov. 19, 1974 (defendant vas pointed out by Mr. P *), when he was n 

to Ada oe Ait security reasons, There had been problems in ; 
Jail and he been called, he observed the defendant on the 
present vas 2 other officers, the defendant was incoherent | 
He said that he talked to the defendant and told him to sit. 
him, he advised the defendant that he felt that he was faking 
didn'~ come around he would put him in solitary ir 
time he was called by defendant, because he was ted to 
the States Investigator went upstairs and sat do and 
He continued meeting and taking time to talk to de mdi 
he was in his jail, He was then moved back to 


„ piam po written requests 
8. t . 
to the defendant mapy ines when he was in the 


The o askoa i'v. Palmer about the substance of 
with defendant, He said that he felt that this should be 


the presence of the jury. 


Mr. Thomas questioned Mr. Palmer, He said that the defendant 
had been advised of his rights, be related just what the defendant was 


warning, and defendant again advised him that he knew his rights, 

He said that this was in a friendly manner when defendant told him he knew 
his rights, : 
an On April 8, 197, he conducted an interview, which was taped, - a 
present was Mr. Dykes, the defendant and himself. This was conducted in 5 
the detestive annex, and Mr. Dykes is a detective from California, He said 
that the tape was reduced to written form, and this tape has been conformed ~~ 
to the Order of the Court end material excludad starts on page h7. ee 
The court said that he was just concerned as to the vo..untaringss 


“23 
if not was he advised of his right to an attorney and to have one present 
during the conversation? Mr. Palmer said that he had been. $ 
; The court said that he did not have to hear tue tape but would og 

reac. the material, ‘The court said that he has what has been marked as ay 
exhibit #49. He asked if Mr, Thomas wanted the entire document made a part 
of the record. ae 
Mr. Thomas said that he did. FR 

Mr. Robinson refered to top of page 47, 10 lines from the top 

of page. Mr, Robinson objected as to it being voluntary, when he hada 


attorney. 7 P D 4 ~~ 2 > : 
N — pages. 7 in anna $ A 
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The court said that he is only interested at this time to ¢ know 
if he read the rights to defendant, he would take cognizance of wnat the 
Sheriff and defendant said in the transcript. 

Mr. Palmer said the defendant was read his rights and that tte 
is an accurate transcription of the tape. 

The court said that exhibit #49 hrs been admitted for limited 
purposes, That in reading page 48 of the 8 the er 
to the rights that had been read to him previously, he wondered if sel 
include this in foundation, referring to pege 1 (Dykes) pagel2 Kr R 
any place where rights referred to, 

This was agreed to by counsels. ; $ 

Mr.. Palmer said that the defendant was not satisfied a te 
attorney ad wanted to fire him, and agreed to talk to him without a i 

Mr. Thomas gald that on page 53 was another reference to 


Plaintiffs Exhibit No.. 61 (letter 6/9/75) marked for purpose of . 
hearing, not to go to jury, identified and offered. 


Plaintiffs Exhibit No. 62 (envelope) marked, identified and offered. ee 
Plaintiffs 38 No. 61 and 62 admitted for this hearing onl ig Ee 
. Palmer said in regards to the tape, there was about the 
murders and 25 charge filed against defendant, defendant appeared to imow 
hot he was saying, was calm end collected in good health and in control 
of all his faculties, he was not hesitant, his speech was clear and he 
understood well. He was nsked if he wanted to talk to Mr. Dykes and the 
defendant agreed to. a 
Mr. Robinson questioned Mr. Palmer? He asked ir he t 
aware that the defendant vas represented by attorney, Ward Hower 175 
Palmer answered that he was, He was asked if he had inquired of the 
defendant many times regrerding out of state involvements? Mr. i ooo 
answered that he had, and he had called defendants counsel many 
telling hin that the defendant wantc to talk. Mr. Palmer was 
he advised counsel what the questior.s were about? He said that he a and 
he was 8 do go ahead and talk tc defendant. 
binson asked Mr. Palmer how many trips were taken out of 
the State of f lanho? Mr. Palmer aaid numerous trips were taken, He was 
asked about a plane crash near barstow, California. He said that the 
transer’pt was prior to the plane crash, prior to the date of the tran 
he håd been with the defendant in Wyoming and Montana. 0 
Mr. Robinson questioned him about. trip te New Mexico. He ssid 
that he can't remember what Mr. Creech talked to him about on that trip. 
Mr. Robinson said that he had been advised that the defendant, 
Mr. Creech had been freaked out or spaced out many occassions. Mr. 
said that he was not so spaced out tht he was giving auy trouble or was a 
problem. i 
He was asked if he knew if defendant was on drugs, such as LSD. y 
Mr.. Palmer said that the defendant never was on LSD he may have gotten some 
marijuana but no imowledve of any other drugs. 
Mr, Palmer was asked how many times, if he knew, that Mr. Ward 
Hower visited the defendant? Mr, Palmer said that there were visits, he 
is not sure how many. He said lherve vere times that Mr. Creech wanted to: 
talk to Mr. Jover but Mr. Hower hed not responded. Mr, Palmer was asked 
if defendant had lied t. Mr. Hower and himself and he answered that the 
defendant had, that it wes difficult to tell when the defendint was ie = 


the truth or lying. Approved: 
kA 
Pg of _____ pages. 
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Mr. Robinson asked if Mr, Palmer was of the opinion that the defendant 
uphappy with *1s attorney at the time of the transcript? Mr. Palmer 
that he was aware of this, but it was not referred to in transcript, 
knew that the defendant wanted to change attorneys. ? 
Mr. Robinson questioned him about the transcript. He said ro 
there is references to out of state mtters in transcript, but 9 re 
remember what all is in the transcript. He said that 3 
made by defendant are unt rue, he has tried to verify bat sane 
statements untruth, He was asked if he felt as ae pagos Sang and of 
statment could be untrue? Mr. Palmer ansered that the 
Mr, Robinson said that on page 17, 4 lines 55 the ig ir 


these questions referred to Bradford and Arnold? Mr. Palmer answered it 
did. 

Mr. Robinson asked Mr, Palmer if the responses of Mr. Creech 
a "I don't care attitude"? Mr. Palmer said that he felt felt that 2 Creech | 
care, this was displayed in many areas, wasn't * responding for e 
such as trips out of state, 

The court questioned Mr. Palmer regarding Dies 3 
He said that Hr. Creech wanted to see his E do 
had at a prior time fired hin. 

Mr. Thomas questioned Mr. Palmer asked if he o had in — 
idea that defendant should fire attorney? Mr. ogge Hong t he ba pe ; 

Mr. Robinson asked Mr, Palmer how long before 
had he been avare of the.conflict between defendant and hi 
Mr. Palmer said for some time, He asked Mr, Palmer if l GA 
he had made any effort to contact Mr. Hower regarding this. He 2 — thst A9 
he had talked to Mr. Hower, this was after the written statement of defendant, 
Mr. Robinson asked who the defendant was getting legal advise from at that 
time? Mr. Palmer said ' at he had no idea, maybe other inmates. 

The court asked if there was any further argument on voluntar tan 

Mr.. Robinson objected as to circumstances. 

Mr. Thomas ted argument to the court, 

“x. Robinson presented argument to the court. 

The court objected as to accuracy goes weight but ho valinta 
iness of the stetenent this will be overruled, There is no that 
there were any threats or coercion, ‘That the etter of . of June 
1975 and all statement given were free and voluntary and of his own free 
will, under no threat or pressure. That defendant was defendant wes fully 
advised of his rights and his right to have an attorney present at all times, 
but 1% is not clear if defendant waived the right or not, that the statement 
of defendant of "I don't care" not adequate, so would sustain that objection, 
Must be a clear cut advise when starting to question regarding Idaho cases ' 
and a clear cut waiver, The court advised counsel that it could be used 
for impeachment purpose if defendant takes the stand and gives conflicing 
statements, 

Mr. Thomas said that the State objects to the right to exclusive 
evidence as no tinely Motion was made at the Motion to Surpress Hearing. 

The court said that he does not feel Motion to Suprress needed 
here as adequate foundation not laid. 

Mr. Thomas seid that he would proceed with Mr, Mason as to 
the confession and statefient in the plane crash, 
Jury was returned an d admonished and recessed for the evening. 


Alvin R. Mason was called, sworn i direct examined by Mr. 
Thomas, He saia that he is with the DOP" apptoveär Enforcement in Boise, Ida. 


a NRE OEE AA 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff ) Docket No. Ti! 


i \ 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 0 $ 
0 Def á ) ctober ó, 1975- 

(CONTINUED) ie 


He said that he is with the Chief Bureau of Narcotics. ‘hat he has been 
involved with the investigation of Thomas Eugene Creech, such as taking 
statements and on May k, 1975 he was traveling in a plane with defendant 
and others, the plane crashed. He explained how the crash had occurred 
that one of the passengers aboard had trouble breathing, so an attempt was 
made to help him, this was to no avail, so the plolot attempted to set the 
Plane down to a lower altitude, Mr, Taylor still failed to re so 
decided to land, and ihey went down through the clouds and into a 
valley which had snow covered ground, attempted to set down on a roadsarid 
was caught in a cross wind, and plane crashed. The defendant was upset by 
the crash and became very nervous and excited, After he settled down they 
nad a conversation for 15 to 20 minutes. 5 
Court recessed 3:25 p.m. 
Court reconvened 4:35 p.m. 6 
Mr. Thomas continued to question My. Mason. He asked if he 
any conversations after that time? He said he did. He was asked if he 
asked any questions about Bradfo.d or Arnold? He said he not. He 
said that the defendant was sitting on his right and he asked if he was 
hurt or cold but that was the only questions. He said that defendant then 
started to talk to him regarding the killing of Arrold and Bradford. “He 
said this really made Christians out of me, I had no reason to kill those guys . 
the jury ought to find me Guilty". ; ‘ 
He was asked the nature of the discussion, and did he ask any 
questions regarding the murder? He said he had not, 
He said that he was just happy to be alive and so was Mr. Creech, 
He said that the behaviour of the defendant was much as it was here today. 
His manner of speech was normal, just a normal vountary statement. He said — 3 
that he assumed that he was talking about the Idaho murders, but the defendant 
didn't use any names. Ee 
Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr, Mason? He asked who was present 
when statement made? He said that at that time Sgt. Tom Taylor, defendant 
and himself, j 
He was asked whare they had been? He stated they had gone to 2 
Barstow, Celif, looking for several bodies, This accident took place on the j 
flight home. No bodies were found in Calif. He said that this was not his 
first ig out of State with the defendant, had gone to New Mexico in March 
of 1975. 


nk. 


Ne ed 


Mr. Robinson examined him about the plane crash and how it 
happened. He said that when the plane landed it was going approximately 
120 miles per hr., it got blown off the road and tipped on his nose, the 
right wing in e pond then the plane settled down. ‘They kicked the deer open 
on the pilot side, they took Sgt. Taylor outside on the road and saw that 
he was alive, went back to get Creech, then saw to the Sheriff and the pilot. 
Sheriff Palmer took the cuffs off Creech when they were all outside, they 
assisted Taylor, The wither was windy with snow and rain, They were 
outside the place for 5 -6 minutes, he took off his jacket and put it on 
toe defendant, they then got back in the plane, the Sheriff and pilot it 
Stayed outside, Several minutes later the Sheriff went looking for help. S 
He said that his gun had fallen out of his pocket and the defendant found - ' 
it, picked it up and handed the gun to Taylor, The conversation of the 
defendant referred tohere took place before he handed the gun to Sgf. Taylor. 
He said that the plane crash was in Nevada and the defendant did express 
some fear of being Nevada. They were ther about l, hours. 

Mr. Robinson objected to this statement of defendant, he said 
that it wes so vague and evasive, that it couldn't be tied to Arnold and 
Bradford deaths. There has been no Sound adggrdved: 1 by et e 
this to the jury. 
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STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF IDAHO | 
Plaintiff 


vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Defendant 


(CONTINUED) 


Mr. Thomas said that all this goes to the weight not a 

The court said that the record will reflect that a 
case had been set on the date this occurred, this trial 
at Cascade, Idaho. $ 

Mr. Robinson made statement 8 

Mr. Thomas said that there was no evidence that there was any 
found in Berstow, Ca. Bek 

Mr. Robinson said that a total of 12 bodies had been 
other 28 from information given by defendant, t 
found in several other states. 

The court said that this does not go to the ve 
statement. This was a voluntary statement and 
would restrict the State from presenting this e ; 
was taken but not to the date it occurred. 1 Rae 3 

Mr. Remaklus ask if this would stop them from referring to 
if the state isn't referred to. i . 

The court answered No. 

Mr. Robinson stated that the defense ia 
that the defendant does not remember ever | ing the st 

The court said that there was no hte a 1. pial pi 
reasonable to related this statement to the ease. 
weight no aduissability. 
> 


At this time Mr. Boyd came before the court 1 | ng Carol 
he said that he was not able to find authority for theory that a 
testimony at a prior hearing would not titute a waiver as to at 
in this hearing. 1 TS s aay ae 

Mr. Thomas said that he is positive that since Miss dia 
testify under oath as to the same factsinvolved here, that she did waive 
her ight and has no claim here to self incrimination, unless it is to = 
purge herself. „ 

Mr. Boyd said that he is in any testimony given before had to be taken 
in connection with this proceedings and there was no way of knowing what 
evidence would be asked in this tearing. There was no cross examination 
there and this is an entirely different situation. 

Mr. Thomas said that he had no further argument, but did not think 
the danger of incrimination was very strong. 

The court stated feels that there might be some danger, the witness 
is entitled to privledge, unless it had been waived, he will hold no i 
waiver of privledge, so to use testimony of Miss Spaulding would avail . 
immunity statute, if proper request for grant of immunity is proposed. ey 

My. Boyd said that if immunity is granted, then Miss Spaulding will 


The court asked if there was any reason why immunity should not be 178 


Ar. Boyd stated this was for testimony within the State of Idaho, 
thet if Mr. Robinson called witness on defense case for out of state, then 
Miss Spaulding would claim the privledge. 

The court said that on presentation the request for immunity will be 
signed and witness will be required to testify. 
Court recessed 5:15 p.m. 


gIGHTH DAY ¢ i 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


1. 
STATE OF IDAHO Plaintiff 970 i 
vs. | : À 
“ 2 1 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH i | Oct. 6, 1976 


(CONTI D) 


Jurors returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Thomas continued direct examination of Mr. Palmer. He questioned 
him regarding his conversation with the defendant in May 1975, ) he 
was in the plane with defendant, at the time that there was a probli 
with Sheriff Taylor, who was also on the plane, and they had a minor plane 
crash. Mr. Palmer related to the jury what happened at the time of the > 
crash, after the plane had landed and crashed, with minor * . he 
drug Sgt. Taylor out of the plane, the defendant was him, the . z 
defendant was shaken and excited. Mr. Mason came and got the defendant and 
they revived Mr. Taylor, the defendant was still shaken so Mr. Mason book 
the hand cuffs off and got the defendant to straighte:. up, y ther 
back in the air craft, the defendant, Sgt and himself and Mr. M he / 
sav that th were settled so got out to go help look for help. He came 
back to the plane and ot in, in the process his gun fell out of the holster, 
into the seat besides the defendant. Mr. Creech reached down and picked 
up the weapon and returned it to him, FER AR 
ä fen > Joane ee to uasa za ant the defendant was put back 

n ja ë received a tape m t endant, which was personally handed 
to him by defendant. Defendant bad recorded this tape in his cell, he 
said that he did not ask for this ‘ape. : 

Mr, Thomas said that he would like to submit this tape under reguair 
proceedings before submitting it to the jury. 

Jury was ijismissed. i 

The court asked . Robinson if he had hoard the tape? Y 

Mr. Rébinson said that he had, and there was a question as to voluntary 
nature of the tape. 

pm court asked if there was any objections to the contents of the 
tape 

Mr. Robinson said that on June 6, 1975 they came before the court and 
asked for a change of attommey for the defendant, the attorney was ointed © 
on June 9, 1975. He said that the tape was made on June 6th, that he sat 
in on an interview with defendant and officer from Los Angles County in 
regards to some sacrifices in Los Angles Co, Calif. This was limited to 
matters in Los Angles Co., Calif, when they got into the erea of Pig ol 
matters, he instructed defendant not to say anything until he could i 
time to investigute, as he was new in this case. The defendant was not 2 
used to him as they were new with heach other, so the tape was given to as 
Sheriff Palmer, by the defendant, to keep in good standing with the Sheriff, . 

Mr. Thomas questioned Mr. Palmer. He said that no rpomises were made 
to defendant and no benefits promised for this tape. He received this % 
tape from the defendant several days after the interview of defendant with 
the two Loss Angles officers. This tape was completely voluntary by the 
defendant, no one asked him to make this tape. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Palmer. He asked if he had made the ee 
arrangements for interview of Los Angles Officers, and defendant, at which = 
time Mr. Palmer and himself were present? He said that he had. f 

Mr. Thomas stated that the interview had been transcribed. 

Mr. Robinson asked if this was the transcript of the interview of 
May 12, 1975, if so he was not present when this interview was held, if sc 
there was previous contact of the defendant and the Los Angles County offiic« 

Mr. Palmer said that in all the time that the defendent was in his 
custody from Nov. 197), that several tripa had been made out of state with 
the defendant. He said that the the session held on June 6, 1975 had 
been pre-arranged on another occassion. As to the letter of June 9, 1975, 
he said that an aroa of trust had been established with the 8 and 

b 


himself, over the period of time that the custody. 
* 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUT 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff Docket No 9701! 
vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH | Oct 6, 1975 
Defendant | Bete 
(CONTINUED) 


He said that ho had cooperated with the defendant to a certain degree 
Mr. Robingon asked Sheriff Palmer, if the defendant had ever made a promise 
to him not to try and escape? Mr. Palmer said that he had, but also had 
made an attempt to escape. He said that he had cust his wrists in an 
attempt to get into the hospital. ‘These were just superficial woukds. 
At the time defendant told him he wanted to get into the hospi! so some 
of his friends could help get him out. He said that also saw a ha 
been smuggled in to jail to try and saw out, this was prior to air 
plane crash. ace 

Mr. Robinson asked Mr. Palmer if when the defendant found the gn 
when the plane crashed, couldn't he have killed all of them and got away, = 
if he iad wanted to? Mr. Palmer said that the gun was loaded, ut all the ag 
others had a gun, and he couldn't have killed all four of them, besides 
allof them were in a tight spot and they needed each other. „ 

Mr. Robinson asked in regards to the interview on June 6, 1975, he 
asked the sheriff if it wasn't a fact that the statements of the 
upset him at that time, as he was new as defendants attorney? Mr. ar 
said it could have. Mr. Palmer was asked why the defendent sent him th 
tape and letter other than to >e-ins&ate himself in the good graces of these 
Sheriff or was he wanting some favor? 3 

Mr. Palmer said that he did not feel thut the defendant was to 
get in good with him or that he was rage EN some favor, he had ( 
with the defendant before, and he thought t the defendant trusted him, 
and that the facts should be found out so they could get before the court, 
he feels that the letter and tape were sent to him and were voluntary 
statements. 

Mr. Thomas asked the Sheriff if there was any indication through 
defendant, that his attorney did nat want to have him talk to the Sheriff? 
Mr. Palmer said that there was a reference to this fact on the . 

The court questioned Mr. Palmer ing exhibit #49, he d that 
this had been limited purposes when bit was admitted. He asked Sherff 
3 any knowledge of the defendant having been given warning and 
rights 

Sheriff Palmer said that he hed read his rights many times and that 
the defendant knew them as well as hə knew them if not better, they had 
been given him 25 to 30 times, in fact they had been given so many times 
that the defendant felt it a joke. i 

Mr. Thomas asked the Sheriff if the letter was received June 9, and 
the tape a few days later? He answered that it waa. 

Mp, Robinson asked Sheriff Palmer if that subsequently to his getting 
assigned as defendants attorney, if it was tmue and correct that he did 
abide by the ruling not to have any conferences without him being present, 
when ever defendan: made statement, and wasn't this tape sent while he was 
out of town? Sheriff Palmer answered yes. 

There was nothing further by Mr. Thomas. 

There was nothing further by Mr. Robinson. 

Mr. Robinson made statement, he said that it was his feelings that 
this was a voluntary statement, and he agrees that the defendant was given 
his rights many times and thet the defendant understood. them, 

The tape was played for the court. 

Mr. Robinson entered objection, 

The court said that as far as he could tell, the objection will be 
overruled and this statement wag not the result of any interrigation but 
was a voluntary statement by Mr. Creech, he feels that it is admissable 
as voluntary statement, that the defendant had received his rights and 


warnings many times. Ap s 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF IDAHU, Plaintiff ) 9701 | 
va. 
i P 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Defendant Get. 6, 1975 


(CONTINUED) 


Court recessed 10:23 a.m. 

Court reconvened 10:30 a.m. À 

Jury returned and it was stipulated all present, ` 9 

Mr. Thomas moved for the admission of Plaintiffs exhibits #63 & 4092 Bi» 

The court said that the records will show that there was an objection 
to this exhibit by Mr. Robinson, but this was over ruled. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit pred bra admitted. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit # Recorder) admitted. 


The tape was played to the jury. 


Mr. Thomas asked Mr. Palmer, did you ever solicit the tape from the 
defendant? 

Mr. Palmer answerdd that he had not. 

Mr. Rooinson questioned Mr. Palmer. He asked him to describe the 
air plane flight that crashed, also how long after the crash that the 
defendant came into possession of his revolver? Mr. Palmer related 
the facts of the crash, how they had decided to land after one the 
party had difficulty getting his breath, and on lan . had x 
a minor crash, Sometime his revolver had falled from his ster, which 3 
was approximately one hour after the crash, the defendant was nei a 
cuffed or in leg shackles at that time. He found the ge u yg * . 
it to him. He never tried to use this weapon against 3 the otters 
in the plane were armed and it would not have done him much good and 5 
besides nobody knew where yy were or when they would get out, so they | 
needed each other. He said that prior to Jum 6, 1975 the defendant had 
been very cooperative with him and Mr. Mason. 

Mr. Robinson questioned him regarding the tape and the letter in 
June 1975. r. Palmer said that he did not feel that the tape or letter 
was a result of the interview on June 6, 1975, he said that in previous 
conversations with the defendant , he told him all the truth could come befo: 
the court avd he felt that tnis was why tho tape and letter was given to 
him by the defendant. 

He was asked how long the defendant was in his custody? He said from 
Nov. In until June 1975, during this time he had seen the defendant spaced 
out on drugs and under the influence of drugs in a doctors office. He 
said that when the defendant acted spaced out in his cell, he felt that 
it was faked, he was professing that Satan had him. He said that his 
deputies had reported several incidents, but he Was not present. 

Mr. Robinson asked Mr. Palmer, thas while the cefendant was in his 
custody, had he aided or abeted other inmates from suicide attempts? 

He answered that he had a couple of times. 

Mr. Thomas reedirect examined Sherif: Palmer in regards to the 
excape attempts of defendant? He said that one time he had broken a 
safety glass and cut wrist, these were just superficisl suts, and he 
didn't feel that they were serious enough for a hoapital. Later the 
defendant told him that that attempt was to get outside, but felt those 
who were going to help hin, would have killed him. He said that on one 
occassion a saw blade was smuggled in to the jail proper. 

Mr. Thomas asked Mr. Palmer, when at the plaus crash site anc the 
defendant found his gun, could the defendant have escaped if he tried to 
use this gun? Sheriff Palmer saia that he cond not. 

Sheriff Palmer explained the time that uefendant was reported spaced 
out on rugs, that when he got to the cell the guards wore working over him 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE = 


end tried to kill the man. 
questions at this time, but the 


. Alvin R. (Bud) Mason was called, aworn ond direct 8 
Thomas, he said that he is with the Bureau of Narcctica for the State 
Idaho, in Boise, Idaho. He was an investigatior for the 8. of Le 
Enforcement on Nov. 5, 197 and was assigned to assist the heriff of 
Valley County, Idaho in a double murder. He went to Cascade, Ida. on 
, 197k to conduct an investigation. He said that he contacted 
Sheriff Lynskey end other officers and witnesses that were connected 
with the Donnelly incident. His first contact with the victims was at 
the morgue at the St. Alphonsus Hospitel, Bods, Idaho. He sale that 
the victim Arnold was identified on Nov, ó, 197) but that Mr. Bradford was 
not identified until later throveh finger prins and teletypes. He safe 
thet he also viewed the car, inside an^ out, he ase lis ted br. Scott in the > 
autopsey on both days of both victims. le oaid that he took these clothes 
from the victims, these had to >e alr dried so could b- sent to the 
Jeb in Wh. D.C., Se identified articles of clothing, Plaintiff's exhibite 
#10, 711, 712, 13. He went to Mountain Home to assist Me. Maxwell and 
My, Woodall viti investigation with Jero], Spaulding and Mr. Cresch, He 
said that he waa in the car tha took both Mise Spaulding and Hr. Creech 
back to Cascade, Ida. from Mountain home. He seid that he heard the 
der endant talking to Miss Speulding in the back seat of the car. 

The court questioned the witness regarding this conversation? 
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IN THE DISTRICT COUT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE = 


STATE OF IDAHO, RE R E TO 


vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


Jury aduonished, and excused fer noon rscess. : 

Whe court esked if the parties were going to go into the vol 
of this conversation? ; aS 

Mr. Thomas asked the witness if they sonductec any 
t he car? He said that they did not. 

The court said that he wanted the quest’ 

conversation in the car to be limited to just 

Court recessed 11:27. 

Court reconvened 1:35 p.m. 

Jurors returned and stipulated all present. 


Mr. Toomas continued quesiionirg of Mr. Mason 
he heard between Mr. Creech and Miss Spauldi 


Highway 2 
canyon., He also described the circumstances of a 
1975, im which the defendant, Mr. Palmer, Hr. 
himself were present. He said that he observed 
plane crash sone, but vas trying to help 


vutside, it was there that the deferdant made a s 

that this sure nade a Christian out of me. I had no 
S, jury should find me guilty”. j 

— sond to the idaho cases at that time, only one set for 8 

Mr. Thomas asked the court to take judicia: notice thet the Idaho 
cases were set for trial on 20, 1975, the only jury trials . 

The court said that judicial notice would be taken. e 

Mr. Thomas asked Mr. Mason how the actions of defendant was at the 
time cf that statwent? He said that defendant was normal and rational. 
His coments were not in response to any questioning just spontaneous 
statement. 

Mr, Robinson cross oxamined Mr. Mason akked if the spontaneous sta 
came before the gun was recoved that defendant found in p ? He said 
that it had. This statuent was not in response to any questions asked. He 
assumed that the defendant was referring to the Idaho cases because of 2 
the pending trials. ; 2 

He was asked by Mr. Robinson if when the defendant picked up the loaded | 
gun end returned it to Sheriff Falmer, 1 it was possible for the defendant — 
to waste all the officera on the plane anc escape? He said that he did not 
foll that it was possibile. ai, 


3 A 
Defendant's Exhibit A (copy of rap sheet) identified ani offere4. 
Defendante's exhibit D (copy of rap sheet) identified and offered. 


Gotectiony the State as irrelevant. 

The court said that it would take the eme same position as before, 
there are separate portion that relate to identity and this would be 
edmitted, out goes beyond the scope of the direct examination. 

Jury was excused and acmonishsd. ie 

Mr. Hobingon stated that it tends to go beyond the direct examination 
but the evidence has been aduitted already. That the personalities of % 
both ja. Arnold and Mr. Bradford are relevant, tney could neve raped Mias i 
Spa’ dinz as bas been testified so already. 

Approved: 
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STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


1 ; 
STATE OF IBAHO, Plaintiff Docket N 9701 


ve. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Defend 


DN NU 


o 
a mute question beyond scope 
tee sours; aus Ae PÅ Och Dö theme Ca Ok 33 : 
the mens character, then it will be considered, but no ft . 
weer laid for that information, at this tine. ; 
. Robinson aaid that „L 
being in the Aludama State Penitentiary. 
o court seid that it would adhere to its ruling. 


Court reeessed for noon. 
as reconvened at 1:30 P.. 
e jury was returned and it was stipulated all were 


Mr. Thomas re-re-direct exeained Mr. Mason 
picking up the gun in the plane and tr he could have I 
persons on that plane? Mr. Mason said that due to kl 
on the plane that the possibility existed but that it was € 

Mr. Thomas asked him if he knew at the time of the | 
date had been set for later that month? He answered that 

No further questions at this time. 


Dersid B. Lynskey, Sheriff of Valley County, Cascade, 
sworn and direct examined by Mr. Remaklus. He said that 
on Nov. '5, 1974, and was assigned with Deputy 1 hoe 
murders. On Nov. 8, 1974 he went to the scene where th i 
and viewed the bodies and the area. He identified Plaint o ; 

1 A and 19. le stated that he was Lagg at the — 


these exhibits and kept them in his safe until they were sent to i 
lab in Wash. D. C. 
No questions by Mr. Robinson, 


Jury was admonished. 

Court recessed 1:40 p.m. 

Court reconvened 2:05 p. m. ; 

The court asked if they were ready to proceed with the nina tien or 
Miss Carol Spaulding? The parties stated that they were. 

The court said that the records will show that the defendant has been 
appointed an attorney to represent her, Mr. William Boyd, and has 3 
answer questions in this matter on trial. Tha it has been 
Section 19-1115 that the court order the witness to answer the questions. 
A copy of this has been handed to Miss Spauld and the defendant. That 
pursuant to the request: uncer Section 1961115, it has been askel to show 
cause, if she has any, hy the questions should not be answered and 
evic nce produced. 4 

Mr. 30yd said that there is no evidence if the questions are within 
the bounds of the Order. 

The court said that it could find nothing clearly contrary to public 
insterest and will order the witness to answer the questions propounded as 
long as the questions are outside the proceedings in Valley County, Idaho, 
this will not incriminete her. The statute provides that she will not be 
prosecuted . 

Mp. Boyd said that tae Orde: granted immunity to the events in Valley 
County but does not extend to ‘swiston or Boise, Idaho. 

Approved: xt AN 
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INUT 
STATE OF IDAHO, 9701 | 
: 
Detentions Oot. 6, 1975 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Ost. 6, 1 = 


(CONTINUED fae rte Ms 
The court said that this is correct, just bi. § County, Ida... 
My. Boyd said that any facts that are in regards 85 f 
County, he will not tend to offer advise. hire ot ips 
Jury was returned and it was stipulated that all were present. 


eve 


Carol Harke Spaulding was called, sworn and direct oJ 
Remaklus. She said that she is 16 a of age now. Mr. 
if on Sov. 3, 1974 she was at Lewiston, Idaho 

Witness refused to answer. 

She was asked if on the early morning of Nov. lj, 197! 
to be near Donnelly, Valley County, Idaho, and if she knew % 
Idaho was? Witness answered yes. She was asked if when she | 
County, if she was with someone? Miss Sp a 
with the defendént, Thomas Eugene Creech ( 
asked if there was one else with them in Valley Co 1 
Tom Arnold and Wayne Bradford, defendant avd herself were | 
Arnold car. She was shown State's Exhibit #28 and identified 
car they were in. -A 

She was asked if prior to getting into the vicinity of Va 
if she had been near McCall, Idaho, before travel on to D 
She said that all four of them stopped at a lake, re there w 
When they left McCall, Mr. Arnold was driving the car, she was | 
to him and Mr. Creech next to her. Mr. Bradford was asleep on the 
seat. She said that the door on the drivers side did not open a 
had to get in on the passenger side. she described the interior i 
car as dirty, They left McCall and drove south towards Cascade, 
stopped somewhere before getting to Donnelly and siphoned 3 ) 
a car. This was about a mile south of Donnelly she 3 
close to midenight. men the car stopped she asked the 
places with her, she didn't want to sit next to Arnold, as he kep 
his arm around her shouiders and touching her breats. The car s 
the defendant got out of the car, she got out and he shoved her 
he shot tha two men, first Mr. Arnold and then Bradford. The bo i 
then removed and put in a ditch, they came back to the car and he t 
to get in and they drove on, Mr. Remaklus asked her if she had seen 
defendant with the gun in his hand? She answered that she had. After 
they got back in the car they left the scene where the men were shot and 
drove on to Cascade, Idaho, they stopped there, Mr. Creech was driving. 
He tried to hot wire a car in Cascade, but it didn't work. They were in 
Cascade, Ida. about one-half hour. They got back in the car and drove 
down the road and pulled intc some place to rest for awhile, behind a 
building, later they went on a little farther until the car ran out of 
gas. men they bad to get out and hitch hike. 

She was asked if they hitch-hiked to Boise, ”deho? She refused to 
answer this. 

Mr, Boyd ask that the jury be dismissed in order that he might present 
argument to th court, 

Jury excused after being admonished by the court, ‘sed 

Mr. Boyd said that as he understood the court, it only grants immmnity os 
as to the things that happened in Valley County. The mere fact that she 
was in Boise, Idaho dan tend to incriminate her, he is aware of things in 
Boise that might be iner inina bing. 

Mr. Remaklus said that he only intended to trace the rounte traveled 
to where she was arrested, 

The court asked if there wan any objections to facts in Elmore Co.? 


Approved 7 a A 
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COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF IDAHO, Plaintiff Docket 


v. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Oct. 6, 1975 
Defendant 


TED ~ 
Mr. Boyd stated that an effor has been made to „ 
her in Elmore County. 4 ; 

The court said that as he reads the stature, it would 
a other than Valley County. 

Mr. Remaklus said that he knew of no criminal action 

The court said that it is not convinced there sould | 
. jury -I. AA 1 tipulated. } 

Was re and it was s 0 
„ Remaklus continued to examine Miss ing. I 
hiela that they wound up in Glenns Ferry? e an 
want into Glenns Ferry with some man, could be Mr. — 
there and her and this man went into cafe to have a ¢ 
was asked who was in the cafe? She said some worke 
cafe help. When they left they took a cup of sof 
defendant, who had stayed in the car. She said 
was u and cold. They left the cafe, got lr t 
in the middle, Mr. Rivers was driving and Creech on 
They drove for a short while and then the polise . 
They got out of the car and was taken to the police st 
were questioned. Later they were taken to Mountain E 
* car, she and the defendant, Creech roade in the | 
. Remaklus said return ing to the scene of the * på 
“ain't any knowledge thas the defendant was 30 to shoot ti 
She answered No she did not. He asked her if tae aan drii 
around her and had he at one time tried to rape her? 8 
he had not. She described the actions of Arnold and Bradford, 
drunk, but she was not afraid of them. ‘ 
e identified Exhibit #2) as her coat, exhibit Gi as blue « 
defendants and Ex. #25 as her hand bag. 

Mr. Remaklus asked -A to descrire the clothing that the 
was wearing that night they were arrested. and if at any time 
the zun in her purse? 

‘iss Spaulding said that the defendant had on black pants, je 
That when they were arrested the gun was in her hand bag, but Mr, 
had put it there. ; 

She was asked if at the scene of the shooting if she had saw a mite, 
and if anyone had held thie imife to the defendants throat. 

She said that she did not see any knife at the scene of the shootii 

and she did not know anything about anyone holding a knife at the throat 
y the defendant, Creech. 

Both men were in the automobile when shot, Mr. Creech was standing 
at the door. 

She was asked to identify State's Exhibit 1 A and 1G, There was 
no answer by Miss Spaulding. 

Court recessed 2153 pem., the Jury was admonished. 

Court reconvened 3:03 p.m. 

Jurors returned, sti pulated all present. 

Mr. Remaklus continued to examine Miss Spaulding, he asked her where 
she was when Mr. A.nold and Mr. Bradford were shot? She seid that she 
was standing outside the car. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined the witness. She was asked when and 
where she was born? She answered on Dec. 12, 1956 at Los Angles, Calif.. 
the stayed in Calif. for 10 years and attended the first through the fifth 
grades there. ‘She has a sister now 29 years old and a younger eee 
Kathleen now 15 years old and a brot Dr, Glenn now 11 years old, 
gaid that she has foster borthers and SA Ape he had been in * — 
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at repossessing cars and is now with a carnival, he was 
in Sept. 1974. She was asked where she met the defendant 


Witness refused to arswer. She was asked if she used d. 
refused ho answer. She was asked if she drenk intoxicati 
Witness said not often. She was asked if on Nov. 3 and 


She asnwered No. She was asked if she used drugs exte 
met the defendant? Witness refused to answer. 
the gun from Lewiston, Idaho? Witness refused 
asked her if Kathy and Danny were with them in Val 
were Mr. Bradfor and Mr. Arnold? She answered that 
was asked if they searched the trunk of Arnold car 
supposed to be in there? She answered No, She was 
searched the truch for * She answered that she did 
was asked if any was found? She said No. 
that Arnol“ and Bradford had drugs (smack or heron) before 
She said No. Mr. Remakius asked her what the purpose of , 
motel in MaCall was for? She answered that it was to get out and st 
to wash up and rest, she said that this was for appr 0 o 
minutes. She said that Mr. Arnold sold his coat at the bar 

She said that Mr. Creech had money from a stolen batt 
sold, she didn't have any -ra © She was asked if she or a 
smoked a joint at the motel? She said No. Mr. Remaklus 
stopped at Gr ville? She answered yes. Did she remember 
Texaco Station in Grangeville? Witness refused to answer. | was 
if she was carting exhibits #22 and #23, the gun and holster, while in 
Grangeville? She answered No. In McCall? She answered No, She wes = 
asked when the first time the gun came into her possession? She in 
Boise and after the men were killed. 

She was asked her present residence? She answered that she was in 
Carson City, Nevada, at the penitentiary, since May 1975. She has been 
in custody since May 3, 1974 in jail, then juvenile hall and the Lahe 
State Penitentiary. She entered a plea of Guilty to Accessory and Ha 
a Fugitive. She was asked if she had ever been charged with a felony 
before? She answered No, 

Mr. Robinson aksed if the first time Arnold or Bradford made ang 
sexual advances toward her was after they left the motel in McCall? 
Wi ness refused to answer. She was asked what happened when Mr. Arnold put 
his arm around her shoulder and reached for her breast, after they left 
MeCull, and what did he say? She said that she did not ren remember. 

She was asked if any propositions sexually were made? She said she didn't 
remember. Mr. Robinson asked while the four people were in the car did 


Mr. Bradford make any comments or advances? She sald not really he just = 
kind of laughed, She asked if she asked Mr. Arnold to stop? She said 3 
that she moved away from him and asked him to stop. She said that she 4 
then asked Mr, Arnold to stop in order that she could go to the bathroom. A 


Mp. Robinson asked if there was any conversation between Mr. Creech, Ai 
Bradford and Arnold before stopping the car? She said that she wasn't sure. 
She was asked how Creech became aware of sexual advances? She said that l 
she told him, She was asked if he knew that she was pregnant at that J 
time? She said that he knew. “he was asked when the child was born? i 
She answered June 30, 1975. 4 
Me. Robinson asked that if it was true that sne testified.that after | 
the car stopped ans she got out that Mr. Creech just turne and sot Mm. 
Arnold and “Mr. Bradford, without her Approved: saying anything about the 
2 1 £2 —— -- 
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advances? She said he knew, She was asked if she know of incident - 
when Mr. Bradford held a knife st the throat of Mr, Greesht Bhs said = 
that she didn't see any. She w.. asked if when she was picked up if she | 
8 made a statement that they nad held a knife at the defendants = 
Objection by Mr. Remaklus. 
Mr. Boyd asked if thie had been under oath? 
Mr. Remaklus said that he did't know. 
The court said that a foundation had better pege 
„„ ĩ⅛ %’ Iai) imh taser DAA ostne arres 
custody, cer r te Meun 
Home, Idaho? ‘She answered No. She was asked 2 
and 3 Woodall? She said that she did not 
but believes she remembers “Mr. Woodall. She was asked 2 1. 
these men —— a question and answer session with her on 
She sai that she remebers be tioned. She was asked 
the statement about the e at defendants throat? 
No. was asked if she 15 been given the Miranda 
She sufd that she did not remember, she does not remember sS 
papers. She was asked if when she was in 8 bad gn HH 


the throat of the defendant? Don't know, She was 1 i mela at 1 
remembers having been given an oath. She answered she didn't mon. y 

She was asked if she had taken LSD before her arrest? She Wo. 
She was asked if it was available? She answered No. She was 3 
Mr. Creech had? She answered No. She was asked how long it nad ] 
her arrest thet she had taken any drugs? Witness refused to answer. She | 
was asked if there was some reason why she can't remember the get, 
circumstances? She said that she didn't know. 

She was asked if rights and forms were not given to her to 
Glenns ? She said that she didn't know? She was asked if ee 
given her rights more than once at Mountain Hone? She said that she didn t 
know, she refused to sign anything at Mountain Home. Mr. Robinson asa 8 
her about her education? She said that she had completed 10 PORA i and now > 
had her GED, She was asked if she had ever been part of an organized bike 
elub?. Witness refused to answer. 

Mr. Robinson asked if at the site of the killings, if she had aided 
and assisted Mr. Creech in pulling the bodies to the ditch? She 
that she had not. She was asked if she recognized the blanket and 
bag? She answered she did not. She was asked tf she kept back or nad 
she help cover the bodies with the blan en and sleeping bag? She said that Ao 
she had not helped defendant. Sho was asked if she had kioked either of. ‘Sa 
the men after they were dead? She answered No. She was asked if the 88 
killings had made her sick and had she thrown up? She said No she had net. 
She was asked if these were the first men she had ever seen killed? She 
said that they were. She was asked how long they remained at the location 
after the mon were killed? She answered about 5 minutes. She was asked if 
there were blood on the car seats and if they wiped it up? She said that 
there was blood on the seat and it wasn't wiped up. She was asked if she 
had helped? She said that she had just stood there. She was asked if she 
had over made any sound or cried out? Ske said that she did cry out "Oh 

My God! She said that she was frightened and sick. She was asked how long 
11 took them to get to Cascade, Idaho. She said she did't know that 
went to a gas station and tried to steel another car, she said that this 
was near the court house, about two blocks away, she sat in the car while 
he tried to wire the wires under the dash Approved; 
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* 
t stay there long. : 
there was ever any conversation as te why he shot the 

that she asked him at Donnelly, but he never answered 


on to a Lodge and among the cars Parning | 
rest. It was a cold night so they left the ‘he e 


she could drive a dar? She answered No. 
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Jury was admonished end excused. 
Court recessed 1:00 o'clock p.m. 
Court 4:10 ofelock p.m. 


Jury was returned and it was stipulated all were present. 


Me, Robinson asked if they attempted to push the 1956 car into the x 
She said that they had after it ran out of . After that they two 
rides, first with a woman with a young child, then they were picked up 


by a apes. man. 
wes asked about the smell of the 1956 car? She said thet it hed 
smelled bad, as Bradford had urinated in it. 3 
. Robinson asked Miss Spaulding if she had been Dans "Old Lady"? 
ee Sh. RONNE. He asked her if he was the father of her baby? 
o answer. 
She was asked if Mr. Creech and her came to Lewiston from Kentucky? 
She refused to answer, She was asked if she was a member of a Satanic 
Cult? She refused to answer. ‘She was asked if she had ever been at the 
MoCoy Ranch in California? She refused to answer. 
Mre Robinson said mat this concludes the cross examination, but 
requests that the witness be available to be called on the defendanta case. 
Mr. Remaklus asked if when she was at Mountain Home and Glenns Ferry = 
if she todl the officers that Mr. Bradford had a knife at the throat of 
Thomas Creech and if she had why? She said that Tom had told her too. am 
Mr. Robinson asked Miss Spaulding if this was in a conversation between — 
her and Creech to put stories together as to how the killings occurred? oR 
She seid that Tom Creech told Jim Marsh, at who's house they were staying 
about the killings, and then he told her again on the trip from Glenns 
Perry to Mountain Home. 
There were no more questions. 
Mp. Remaklus asked Miss Spaulding if Mr. Creech told her to sey that 
Me. Bradford held a knife to his throat? No answer. 8 
The court said that the witness would be held available for the defendant 
to call on théis case. s 
Mp. Remaklus said that they would like to make and Offer of Proof Sin 
the absence of the jury. 
Jury was acmonishe’ and excused. 


Hr. Thomas said that the first offer was to relate to the name of 
Joe Carl Adams. He said that the name of Joo Carl Adams was a name listed 
as an alias and identification in the defendant possession. They will 
offer to prove that the defendant, Thomas Eugeno Creech between the time 
of the crime charged here ond his arrest Wered a 7-11 store in Boise, 
Idaho and robbed it taking the identification from Joe Carl Adams. He 


believes that the upene Court alloeus ti to b to 
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(CONTINUED) 435 
He said that there is the testimony of Gene and aot Hilby on thes 
in Portland, Oregon. Before the defendant did so he advised 
he was threatened with a knife. The same in Salen, in the’ 
ciroumstances are the same here and this was raised in the cross-exa 
of defendant. Defendant opened this area up. i BRAST 
My. Robinson said that the Adams identification and otier evidenc 
3 Mr. Thomas, points to evidence in other crimes and 
udic > 
The jury was returned and it was stipulated all present. 
4 Remaklus stated to the court at this time, that me State rests. 
e jury was admonished and dismissed for the evening. 


Mr. Robinson made a Motion to the court to Dismiss 
the defendant the Plaintiff failed to prove the charges 
th> defendant. 

The court stated that this Motion would be denied. 


Mr. Robinson asked the court if it would listen to > 
1 he said that the defense is enun $ to 1 
of the e of Thomas Eugene Sreech, giving the reasons for 225 e 


but will deny the double murder acoused of here as he did mit 4 
crime. He said that the testimony will commence th the mee bath th 
the defendant was involved in, in 1956, as to the in the Sat 
cult, involvment in drug traffic, as a nit man for a bike | orgenizat: 

up to getting himself captured to find security in law enforcement as 
chere were several contracts out for him. He is going to make these 
statements on his own wer on drugs and rapists, and to the v t 
statement made by him to save the other person no did the killing of 
Mr. Bradférd and Mr. Arnold. He said that he feels that all tes i; 
the defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech is important, needed and necessary 
combat proof submitted by the State. 

The court said that he would like some guidance here. 

Mr. Robinson said that he felt constristed 13 courts ruling and 
Wants now to make a complete disclosure of the life of defendant so jury 
can have the complete piciure before them. 

He would like ruling on expert witnesses of Satanic Cult and bikers, 
as to his restriction to witnesses. 

He will make and Offer of Proof after the testimony of defendant and 
anticipates expert testimony will be called on all sessions on poly, 
and sodium pentothol tests by the Stabe, these will be submitted to the 
court before producing witnesses., Me said that he anticipates the 
direction of the State and those witnesses requested to recall will be to 
establish crimes discovered by officers and that they have personal E 
knowledge of. ~~ 

The court said that he intends to adhere to his original ruling, there 
will be no testimony in this that isn't relevant. In the opening statment 
it wes said that any testimony about cults were going to have proof to 
prove relevant to this case. He recognizes that Mr. Robinson would be 
able to go into the back gpund of defendant as a foundation for expert 
witnesses as to psychiatrists, not demon cults. 

Me. Robinson said that he must make the jury understand why this voluntary 
statement was given. 

The court stated that complusion not a defense. 

Mr. Robinson not offering complusion as defense in Idaho but in other 
killings that were done under complusion until he broke away. 8 
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Nr. Thomas said that the defendant is required to submit an ort 
of Proof on all testimony going into. The problem a 18e as — 
8 def endant on discov will repprt fact that are u I 
the ense of the defendant is 128 2 | 
this is irrelevant and should not be su 
to Show Cause. If this defense is to be made must be some s 
that a statement that he didn' do it. : Bis 

Mr. Robinson said that the jury has the right to hear both sides of 
this. He has tried to demonstrate to the court that he is nov ng down 
irrestponsible. he feels that the whole story must be told as it 411 
the details to t to the jury so they can make a determination if 
defendant is guilty or not guilty. ; 

The court stated that he has only given two reasons why this material — 
48 relevant. He said that he cannot see why statement should be in 1 
evidence when the court will not allow evidence, Can't see why massive 
detain to combat voluntary statement, or mental defect. 1 

Mr. Robinson said thet he can assure the court that the basic testimony 
on mental defect is necessary to lay foundation as to defendants life $ 
after joining cvlt. 2 

The court said that it would limit psychiatric to findings of ak. 
defect in n ＋ e of mental disease, this would be so ruled, foundatic 
must be layed first. d ‘ 

The court said that an Order of Proof has to be reversed, have psychiatris 
testify and say he has mental defect. 

ifr, Robinson said that Dr. Heyrends is not available until next week, 
and he is the only witmess to lay the way, if defendant not allowed to 
testify first, then. other police officers. 

The court said that he felt that Mr. Robinson was embarking on a highly 
and extremely dangerous task and dangerous to client, feels that this could 
prejudice the jury and not accomplish one thing, if psychiatrist not 
allowed to testify. The court advised the defendant that any evidence 
given here could be used against him in other areas, so give this special 
consideration. j 

Mr. Robinson said that he has told the defendant this. He said that he 
has rot changed the facts that existed when he came on this case. He feels 
his duty as defendants attorney to save his life, to bring out this entire 
matter. my 
The court said that he hasn't resolved how far Mr. Creech will go in er 
his testimony. “| 

Mr. Robinson said that he has never been involved in a case as ihis. A 
He assured the court that he is abiding by the rules and not attempting ae | 
to make spectatular matter of this case, he honestly believes that this 4 

4 
| 
j 


an = 


is Se only chance that the defendant has to relate entire matter as 
stated. 

The court said that he is advised that defense intends to put om any 
relevant testimony for defendant on the commission of his acts and the 
voluntary statment. He feels that in ruling on tis he feels bound to 
establish rules, he is not going to state that under this ruling that the 
defendant is going to e allowed to prove all you plan to, he doesn't know 
how he could. ; 

Mr. Robinson said that he would attempt to prepare opening stateunant 
in a restricted way. 

Mr. Thomas said thet defonse attorney im light of representation of 
Dr. Heyrenés testimony, that the reports have been submitted and it 
appears un unlikely ‘sat mental defect can be proven. 
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will be putt something in not included at 
The veport of Dr. Heyrends will be handed $ 
Mr. Robinson said that in a conversation s 
that he failed to cover the area of the last ordered oxen 
took place Sept. 25th and 26th, at which examination Mr. 
Palmer were present. 
Court recessed at 5:29 p.m. 


If the statement does not conform to the 2 of the doctor, 
2 on 3 ; ; 5 


NINTH pax 


tt 0 i p 
October 16, 19 : 505 
9:30 o'clock a.m. 8 
Present as before 


The court said that in view of the fact that counsel r 
1dance in this case, and in order that defendant does no 
5201 mental desease or defect, the court will not permit any 

report based on past conduct. : í 
The court has previously ruled that the State cannot prove o: 
other jurisdictions without the defendant opening up the opportun 
thie happens then the State can come back in rebuttal and prove th eye ares 
The court said that no results of polygraph or truth serum will be 
admissable in this case. 1 
Me. Robinson made a statment that in going into his case and if he i 
fail in disclosure he is opening & pandora box and the State can open > 
this up on rebuttal on out of state crimes. g 
Court this is correct. ‘ 


Jury was returned and it was stipulated all were present. 
Mr. Robinson made his opening statement to the court and jury. 


Thomas Eugene Creech, defendant was called sworn and direct examined 
by Mr. Robinson. He stated that Thomas Eugene Creech is his true and 
corre name. He understands were he of the mind that he is not made 
to testify in this matter, if he does not went to, but he does £0 wish 
to testify in this matter. 

He said that he was born in Dayton, Ohio on Sept. 9, 1950. His 


parents names are Zola Faye Creech and Harold Dean Creech, they lived in a 
Dayton, Ohio for five years then moved to Mount Orab, Ohio where he at 29 
the first eight grades of school. He has a half-sister, Eddie and a — 


half-sister rente, a sister Virginia and three bothers Bill, Jim and Joey. i 
They then moved to Lebanon, Ohio, and from there after about a year and eae 
a half they move’ to Hamilton, Ohio. He said that he continued to go to 
school, but stopped in the 11th grade. a 
Ha describes the home they lived an the family, he said that his 3 
mother and father frequently fought snd were always on the verge of 
separating, that they finally divorced in 1969 or 1970. He said that his 
relationship wich his father was fairly close, that he got along better 
with him than with his mother. iiis father was in heavy equipment business 
and Ms mother ran a pizza place. Both ç" his parents drank alot and 
fought, sometimes psychial fighta. One time when it was Xmas and the 
ent Ire femily was ther, his Aunt tried to bill his mother. / 


Approved; 
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Mr. Robinson asked the defendant if he had been baptised and when 
Defendant said that he had been baptised in the Baptist Church around — 
11 years ofaged, in Williamsberg, Ohio, with his sister, mother end 2 
brothers, then in the Church of Christ at the age of 13. 


Mr. Robinson asked the defendant if he had ever killed a human being? - 


Defendant answered that he had. The first person was Danny Johnson, he 
knew him about a year before his death. He said that he 1 fiz friend = 
called Sandy Scott and she went out with Danny and one of mes she 


was killed an auto accident in a car iriven by Danny, both of them were 
loaded on drugs. He said that he and Sandy had planned on married. . 
After the death of Sandy this turned him st drugs y. He 
that he had tried drugs and also drank alot. In August 1 he = 
swimming, with a bunch of kids and Danny was with them, this was in Mia 
Ohio. He had always felt tt Danny was responsible for th A & 
so he drowned him and disposed of the b by weighing it down with sar 
bags and putting in a bottomless gravel pit. : 


get to San Francisco. He had no friends or relatives í 
first night in a bus depot, the second day he walked eround and 
and went home with her. That night some 
all his money after beat ing Hu up. Having no money he wen 
streets and tried pan-handling. He met Larry 2 a/k/a 
and established a friendship with him. took him to a 
House, which is a half-way house for people go and get food, 
also alot of drugs there. At thia house he met Raymond Ramsey and 
Fields. He said that there were alot of drugs in Union Square Par : 5 
he was asked if he wanted some, and ended up at this Fields house. ile 
he was chere this fellow made improper advances towards him, so he killed 
him. He took his money and what baluables he could find. He was 16 years 
old at this time. 
After that he wired his folks, who sent him money enough to get back 
to Hamilton, Ohio. Things went alright for about a weak or two and then 
he and his father got into an ergument over the forged check. He arranged 
to repay him and went to work at different jobs, such as fry cook and 
gas attendant. He was fired from the restraunt as th safe came up 
missing $40.00. He then went to Dayton, Ohio, where he met up with Fre oe 
Richardson, who was with the Chapter of the Outlaw Motor Cycle gang. He 58 
became a member of the Outlaws. On becoming a prospect member he was nA 
required to do so many contract killings. He gained the rank of Chief 
Enforcer efter filling his five contracts. You had to be a prospector in 
the bikers before getting your patches and colors in the gang. He told a 
about the five contracts., The firat three contracts he said that he was 3 
given a location and went there to some house, he walked in the door and AE 
2 
d 


all three person in the contracts were sitting on the floor, all flaked 
out on drugs, so he shot them, The other two contracts he gave a dose of 
bad drugs and they both died. This fulfilled his five contracts and he 
was edvanced to Chief Enforcer. This meant that he instructed other i 
members in fulfilling contracts and their duties. He was to make sure that 
any contract handed down was carried out. 3 
He was asked if the Outlaws engaged in drug Traffie? He answered that yi 
they did. ’ 
"ne Was asked if there was any particular religion of the Bikers? ie 
He answered not really, all of them are not in ths Satanic Worhipera, j 
4 


He said that he was introduced tu the Satan Cult on his first ip to 
Californis, he became a member in 1.45. A > 
8 
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on Sept. 27, 1967 he went into the Ar: 7, he had his basic training at 
Port Bening, Ga., he was there for 8 weeks and graduated as Buck oe 
He went home: on leave for 1) days, and stayed 30 instead. Durin is 
time he married Imogene Fredricks on January 3, 1968. As a result of his |. 
marriage he got an extension on his leave, but still overstayed this leave ` 
and was AWOL, He was caught by Hamilton detectives and sent back to Ay 
Georgia for more training. He was sentenced to six months at hard labor 
and a 2/3rd pay deduction. He went A½1 again, after his wife called and 
said that she was having problems and was pregnant. He tried to get 
leave and couldn't, so went suyway. He was gone approximately one month © 
again, and picked 1 by the Hamilton authorities and returned to Keni 2 
to the Federal Holding Facilities at Fort Knox stockade. He 275 siven a 
special court martial and got six months at hard labor and a 2/3 pay 
deduction cust again. He spent 60 days and lost his pay, then returned 
to active duty. Right after his release he went AWOL again and went to 
Hamilton, Ohio, then to Ventura, California. Two months later he was 
arrested for being drunk on a public freeway and returned ~ State 
Police and put in the marine brig, in the Fort Riley Sto „ He was 
given a special court martial again 


4 


and got six months at hard labor and 
a 2/3 pay out, He again went AWOL ard went back to Ohio, he was picked 
up and sent to Fort jamin, then to Fort Riley and given another court 
martial. He tried to escape from there but he was not successful and 
received a further sentence. He then tried to cut a Guard with a rasor 
blade, and spent one month in maxirum security. He was sent to Fort 
Leavenworth to the disciplinary Bureau, in ansas and sentenced to a 
total of 18 months to 5 og He served wost of this until he escaped 
in Nov. 1968, with two other men, one of these was Charles Engleberger, 
they went to Norton Kansas to Charles sisters house, by stolen auto. 
Charles turned himself in and he went on to Ohio, using apther stolen car 
and traveling at night. He got to Hamilton, Ohio and sold the stolen car 
to his brother, Bill. He was again picked up in Dec. 1968. 

While he was in Ohio at that time he was involved in the kil of 
another man called Ski. He said that he and this man were at a age 
Inn drinking and this Ski made derogatory remarks about his wife so he 
shot him with a 32 automatic. 

On Sept. 22, 1968 his child was born, named Cricket, and on the last 
AWO} trip he and his wife were having problems and suing for divorce. 

Jury was admonished and excused. 

Court recessed 19:35 a.m. 

Court reconvened 10:47 a.m. 

Jury returned and 1t was stipulated all were present. 

Mr. Robinson continued to question the defendant. He asked him if 
the body of Danny Johnson had ever been found? Defendant answered that he 
was not sure. He was asked if the body of the homo sexual in Calif, the 
persons killed on the five contracts or the body of Ski he ever been 
found. He said that he was not sure, that when he shot , he just let 
him lay where he uud been shot. 

He was picked up on Dec. 2, 1905 and returned to Leavenworth to io 
the remainder of his sentence. on June k, 1969 he was discharged with 
an Dishonorable Discharge. He said that he had been granted some clemency, 
as one of the gurards had been bringing in acid (LSD) and one of his 
friends had died from the drugs, so he went to the security officers and 
they gave him money to make an buy an“ for helping them he was granted 
clemency and was totelly discharged. He then went back to Hamilton, Ohio 
and went to work. 

While he was in the service, Freddie Approved; Richardson had been stripped 
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€ RT MINUTES 


STATE or IDAHO | 
Plaintiff ) Docket No. . INT 


CE 0 1 
THOMAS EUGENE CREE ees ctober 6, 1 a 


— — ———— r. I 


of his colors in the 0,tlaws. After he got back from the service he made 
a couple of drug runs for the Outlaws. SOAN 
He was arrested on July 27, 1969 for committing armed J, along 

with him was his brother Bill and a Clifford Smith. He made a 7 
bargain and he entered a plea of Guilty to unarmed robbery yn was given 
a sentence to Ohio State Penitentiary, sentenc on Dec. 11, 1969. He 

was taken from there to the reformatory in Mansfield, Ohio, along with ae 
his brother Bill. At the reformatory he got into a couple of fights with | 


sent to Lima State Hospital for the criminali 
Before he was sent to the Hospital for the Crim 


to get for his father. The nurse took his 
utes ore he got there g, his Rdg vesd died 


„ tel fre 
1970 antil sopt. Il. 1977. He sata Wet wierd viktupe PARIES 
there and he explained this to the jury. He said that he wi 


ward and werked with old men, while there was ant 
he was transferred back to Chillicothe on “spt 1h, 
1971, he was then put on parole and was not gupposed to e St 
There were other conditions of this parole as he was to » was 
not marry without permission, could have no firearms and report to his 
parole officer twice a week. He said that he got work for a fur ture 
auction but quit because of the pay. He then worked as a tree surgeon as 
an apprentice for two months. He was reunited with his mother who had 
remarried a Donald Glubber, they were living in Hamilton, Ohi>. His 
next employment was in running drugs from State to State. He became 
involved through this scher with Peter Simons who was one of the 
bikers. He ran drugs for the bikers out of Dayton, Ohio to Indi lis as 
and Salt Lake City. He got the cars that these drugs were transported 3 
in frem the people he worked for, which was company called Acon. He ran A 
drugs in the fall of 1972. Before that time after he was released from 
prison he killed a person called Cary Whitesell who had at one time 4 
stolen $200.00 from his father, this took place at Four Mile Creek on N 
the outskirts of Hamilton, he shot him with a 22 pistol and threw his 
body in the creek. He killed six other persons during this time, one 
in Covenington, Ky, a Don Anderson in Newport, Ky and four others all 
of whom had done something wrow to hia father. 
He stated that he had attended rituals in the Satanic Cult consisting 
of human sacrifices, two in Salt Lake, 2 or 3 in Ogden, Utah, two or 
three in Tulsa and two or three in Beaver, Uteh, these persons were killed 
by priests of the Order but he was in attendance. 
Regerding his work in drug traffic. He said that after his first trip 
to Indianapolis and Utah, he made trips for Acon Auto Transport Agency to 
a Harry Scheffer and a Glen Riclerds. He said that he received personai 
instructions from each man he worked for in drug traffic, 
Me. Remaklus asked 1f theses are ‘ust names as they are all lumped 
together, he dosen't know who people are, foundation mast be laid. 
Approved, 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


as asked if he and Marsh robbed a 
He said that they had and that is where State's 
used by him. That is where a man called, Joe Carl Adams was 
robbed, he took his identification, the same he used at Glenns 
arres 


i 
if 
+ 
— 
5 
i 

i 


E 
re 
12 

— 


ted. 

Was questioned next how he traveled to Glenn Perry? He said 
they rode into Gelenns Ferry with ten Paul vinters, who picked them 
He said that he remembers fr. Rivers and Carol 
in a cafe for coffee and recalls being stopped by the officers, they 

to the police station where he talked te Officer Freeman, they 
transported officers to Mountain Home. He and Carol rode in 
back seat of the police car on the way to Mountain Home. After they 
arrived at Mountain Home he met investigator Woodall. 

He was asked if he måde a voluntary statwent there! He said that 
he had. This statement was made in the presence of Mr. Woodall, Mr. 
Maxwell and Mr. Hill was there part time. 

He was asked if his rights had been given him? He said they had 
been read to hin, but he does not rewenber signing these. 


HAEN 
383K 
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ell vere 


to the the 
that he couldn't remember auch it. 


State's Exhibit No. 65(P0em) marked, identified, offered and admitted. 


Defendant was questioned regarding a letter to Gene Hillbee, after 
this trial started? He said that he did write the letter, but it was not 
te influence the testimony of T. Hlilbee. fr 


State's Exhibit Fo. 69 (lett marked, identified, offered and admitted. 


Mr. Remaklus asked him about the letter that he wrote to Garol 
ding? Defendant sald that he wrote the letter, but he didn't ask her 
te lie for bin, Lut to come forth with the truth. He wanted to know 
she told, thet he was going to shoot her if she ran away from the car | 
the two men were shot. He didn't ask her to say that Den anc the other E. 
girl shot the two men, Bradford and Arnold, but to tell what really happened. — 
Mr. dobinson reedirect examined the defendant. He said thet in 
to Paul Schrader killiag, how mach money did he receive? 
vals that the total contract was for $10,000.00, but he only received 
»5000.00, this was paid by Peter Simon. He was asked what would 
if he felled to complete a contract? He answered that his colors be 
taken d and a contract would have been put out on bim, 
sitness excused. 
Mr. Johrieber was celled, and direct examined by Mr. Robinson. 
He was asked if he p eviously testified that during the k or 5 days that 
jefendant wes in the Spaulding house «ith Gerol, there were phone calls 
and how many? Witness answered that there were a couple, made by the 
defendant, he was not sure. le was not even sure of the exact * 
days they were at the heum © was aske ong è time had it 


— — mo 


(TO Ov) 


Pe ean Se States 
Was to search 
were found. 

either. e was asked if 
He sald chat he had not 
pen old tak & 
bike on the 
Calif was the 

for to 


Mr, Remaklus exasined Mr, Mason? asked i 
Donnelly, Ida, was Gradford ami Arnold, the bodies in 
Dean anc Jae Lansuoog? 

Mr. Mason said that wore, 

it was otipulated that „ Maso could ve ora 

Charles Pelmep, previously sworn was ree to 

by Mr. Robinson, Sheriff of Ada County. He related 
that he received the defendant into his custody on the first 
197). After he wes brought to the Ada County Jail, the, salt a 

. 


stand an 
. „„ 
probleas with the defendant, at one tise he went to the B 
wee Laying on the floor, apparently in a seizure of some Bec ve 
te officers trying to talk to him but they were having problems doing 
He said that be went up to the deferdant and tele Ma to snap, he want 
talk to him, so he did. Mr. Robinson asked if the defendant i 
in to bimeelf at that tine? He eaid he did not. He was 
d. fendant was interrigated on out of state iuvelyments about a week 
Wis seircre, and then went with Sad Mason somewhere? He 
var an interview and this was taped somewhore, there were 
om two different occassions., The first authorised out of 
the defendant to identify location of bod 
of Rick MeKensle was located «here, pres 
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Jurors returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Thomas examined Mr. Palmer. He asked if the defendant had ever 
admitting given the authorities false leads? He said that he had admitted 
to this. As one exemple, he went to California and on this chase it was 
Just a way to get out of jail, also to the Calico Mine area in Calif., no 
boidias were ever {ound there. The defendant kept changing his story, in 
fect the information given by defendant turned out to be false, 

ir. Robineon asked if the defendant would be considered a hostile 
witness? Mr. Palver ansered Ko, 

Mp. Thomas asked Sheriff Palmer why they kept looking when ter 
received information from defendant and they knew he didn't always 1 
them the truth?’ He sald that the defendant was very convencing. 

‘He was asked rosarding State's Exhibit #67, which was brought te the 
defendant by a minister, Lymm Plowman. 
Thomas asked if the defendant ever discussed the killing of 
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Bradford or Arnold with him? Sheriff Palmer said that when were in 
Getective annex, prior to the trip to Calif, present was a Mr. Dykes, 
Lt. Mann, himself, the defendant did make a statement regarding 

Arnold. The best reference to this would be to refer to 
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ex. #49, was the defendant given his rights first? Sak: Case 
a counsel appointed to represent him at that but he 

was not present at tais statement, as the defendant requested that he not 
to 
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he had, he first met the defendant 
Pert anc, a. He described this . 4 

defendant by and introduced hin. : 
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they watched a 
» maybe there a couple hours, and he and Linda left. Then 

days later, about 2:30 g. . the phone rang and Linda, who lived 
came up and said that Ar. Creech was on the phone and in trouble. 
hat Creech was at this the ohurch, where he was supposed to 
and he was hurt, that some bikers hed stabbed hin, and he 

te go to the hospital. He said thet he took the first aid box and 
Church, in his truck, this took about 10 to 15 minutes. He 

the church and parked ine truck, this was the 3t, “arks Episcopal 
said that the defendant, fom Creech, cane up to the truck. He 
866 where he was hurt, and ne showed him some marke on his side 
stomach, looked like a scratch about 1 1/2 in. long, ‘here was no 
he saw no one else. Creecs asked for some type of weapon, as | 
in ube ohurch. He gave him a rifle out of the back i 
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1 
the men. He told hia 
him to wait outside, so 
walked back and forth. 
church. He said that he noti 
heard the e a ae 
go 
weak Ån G. teat ant het 
there and waited for the 
out and came over to the ack, wi 
got into the truck and told thet he 
no emotions or fear. to go back into 
other two guys. into the church, 
& room, there ting on the couch, 
cheat. ae oa 
wanted river, argued 
said the Mr., Creech 
a oe SS 
were still two 
other He 
told him 
who bad a 


this trouble that he would be sorry. 
to take the gun and throw in the river. He äl 

wrapped in a coat and left it with another person. He went 

somewhere else after he left the house as he didn't want to an 

argument with the defendant. ‘the next time that he saw the t was 

two nignts later. lie and Linda Crandall cane over to the house 

was staying, this was on a Friday aight, Aug. 177). He said that he talked 

to the defendant and Anda, Creech wanted him to help him move * 

He told him to go get a rope end pistol. In order to get rid of the 

defendant he told him te go off i he would meet him. Next he went 

to the pélice, he told him whet he knew and that Creech was at church. 

He said that he bad not told anyone else about this before the 

police station. He-sebhreen-eene- © was askod Dow maoh ù ne hed 

spent with the defendan? He answered a total of about & hours all together. 

The last time he sew the defendant before today was that Friday nicht that 


be cane to the house to talk to him. He said that he spent four months 

im jail on a hindering charge related to this case. 1 

State's Exhibit #69 was identified. o muted that he had been frightened 

about coming here to testify. f 
Jury was admonished. vå 


Gourt recessed 
vourt reconvene g om. 
Jury was returne nd i milated all were present. 


Approved: J 
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He said that the interview 


def endant guilt, only as to the 


e 
à 


He said to make sure of the material that was being read in. 


Mr. Thomas said that it would be cut out and submit the portion 
The court said that this is atii part of the rebuttal and given for 


4 Pit Za that the transcript hed not bean edited so it would 


it. 
be admitted. 
credibility as to the truth as defendant as a witmess. 


stipulated to the jury, this is exhibit No. 67. 
between Palmer and the defendant was typed from the tape. 


limited purposes only, not for proof o 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF IDAHO, — 9701 : 
* | 
THOMAS EUGENE e ) det. 6, 1975 
Defendant 


There were no more available witnesses by either party until 


It was stipulated that Officer Woodall could be excused. 
Jury was admonished and excused. 
Court recessed :35 o'clock p. a. 


change, his findings that his 
He said that in the 4. N. F. 1. test, 
in several fields, and tolls many things, such as the 
ments to things. ‘whe results of this test he noted a > y amoun y 
with problems, and if 
he did a was done with detechment. He did feel that the defendant was 4 
in touch with reality but responded to things with irratfo detraction. CA 
Dr. Hurst said that after the tosts were made, it was bis professional 
opinion that the defendant functions In an average range of in 
he could hear and understand and react to insSpuctions and 
him, he felt that he bad an imsature personality, be responded to situations 
with detachment, he is è loner bu wants acceptance, he is defensive, 
stubborn and resists changes, he ‘akes more from people thet are around . 
bin than he gives, he does not learn from explerence, and at times is N 
implusive, he has a lack of feelings for others, end this makes the defendant I 
dengerous to others. He lacks the ability to stop and think things over bes | 


fors he Goes thes, jut goes ahead and thinks lster, He said that his 
written report was completed by mid Jan. 1975. 
Defendants echibi: sport) wa ffered and admitted. 
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s. Mr. Robinson asked if on 

if he was under the influence of some drug 

Dr. Heyrend said that on all visits to his office that t 
performed 


defendant was given any drug or hypnosis. Mr. sebinson asked if he had 
hired or asked to make an evaluation of the defendant for the State 
Idgho? He said that he had. e was asked if he had veen hired 
himself or the defendant’? Dr. Heyren answered he had not. Mr. 
asked if in his examination he had gone over all the medical back ground 
and availed himself of all medical records, if he had gone yen the 
brain soreening for brain damage by Dr. Hurst? He said that he had used 
De. Hursts help and report to aid- him, that he had looked at all the 
documents gathered by the law enforcement and calked to the psychiatrist 
of the State of Oregon, also statements written by tne defendant himself. 
He said on his first visit to the defencant ne administered some medication — 
to calm the defendant down, the following visit he t så to the defendant 
of himself as a person and his history, both with an i shout the use of «. 


E Pr 
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STATE OF IDAHO 


emplo vary 
8 n to relate to people. 


with the defendant, the defendant did 
t the defendant was given mediciation was to 
so that he would not evade the issue, as the defendant has 
holding the point of time, goes around in circles. The witness was 
if the defendent had been asked specific questions of the involwments, 
medication had been administered? e answered that he bad. He said that 
to determine what was the truth and what wes not they used drugs, so — a 
could make a evaluation. He said that some of the questions asked * 
arourd his affiliation with both the Christian church and other churches, =; 


how he became involved with the sat .. church wow he functioned as an e 
observer and a priest. Mr, fobinson asked if be ever referred to himself 
as Satin? Dr. Heyrond said that he did relate as only thra Satin in hin, i 
not that he was Satan. oe asked if be had deoéde ever heard the defendant 
say he was Anton LaVe © sad ai she defendant has come under the E 
powers of this individual an i as ne dictated, he didn't recall the) I 
exact words of the defer 2 


— le alae ae 


— 


D. — seid that this question went to the of the = 
to act and malipulate people. He asked the Doctor if the 
tried this with him and was he successful? 


Dr. 
dam him. 


. Heyrend 

whe enmetnation ef the defondent? 3 
He answered that he did not 985 

Jury was admonished 1:5. 

The court asked if there was any reason not to exeuss thei bus 


The 
doctors? 


Mr. Robinson asked Dr. Heyrend whether or not the Re ty FE 
satanic bible by the defendant would affect his behaviour 
2. this book? 


by 1 pen 


make much difference in the pattern of behav ir of the defendant, 


— he had done all his life, mo 
A 
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book had been accepted by 


Siaa og this objection. 


ssid that he detected that the defendant was trying | a: 
was asked if he found any serious zontal illness in 4 


said that he bad not but was aware of what it 3 
on inpart by the defendant. He feels that this would sh der 
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STATE OF IDAHO, 


wans moma cance „* I Ost. é, 1975 


( 


The court asked we basis for the Offer of Proof? 2 
presented argument and offered Defencant's @xhibit I, 


2 ages} L( Report) marked, identified, offered (limited 


Ho 
He was asked if he had taken the information from the tape and 
to set forth by him? 
Mr. Stewart answered that he 

Thomas th 


MP. e witness, He asked if the defendant I 
had been interragated extensively berore the poly teat? 2 
Me. Stewart said that he had not. He s the he was aware of t 
the fact, that the defendant had a polygraph test before. 
He was asked if he felt that the defendant didn't care if he 
lying in the test and that it would have fect the 
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STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONF. 


COURT MINUTES 
STATE OF IDARO, 
r Docket No. 9703. — — — 
THOMAS BUOKNE CREECH | October 6, 1975 
Defendant ——ũ——Z—ͤ— O — 


E 
EF 


him in regards to the 2898 


Plein Exhibit had been admitted in its entire 
APRESS 


ou nie ate T 
. 


he 1 4 
they ve e not offering any more of the exhibit 


eid moved för the genersi purpose, be feels that the 


- he” bettet. Ar MR WOD 4 tape 

a on . 

| ean offer it. tho state wentee to WUY entire 
; an objections from Mr, Robinson and only a portion of 


asked that this portion of the tape be marked as 


said that what has been marked as Plaintiffs exhibit 49, 
. M, this tnoludes the entire document. 


8 admission of tae entire document because ý q 
limites. 
sustained the objection and exhibit M denied. 


We 


. 


t M refused. 
The jury was returned into court and i:i -a: stipulated all wers 
present. 
The court said for the purpose of the record it will shew that the 
defendant has rested. 1 
The court asked of counsel if there was any rebuttal? 
Dr. Michael Estess, 600) Overland I sworn 
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STATE OF IDAHO, 


i a an opinion as to this type of conduct that 2 
fondant was in jail for this charge? we 


Mp, | “tt 
conti exanuination. He asked if the defendants 
“r 


No, 4 
if he would tera the defendant with | ty? 
he is not sure, as it is a — ie 
to someone having religious and that 
"describe defendants personali said | 
he — resistant and penn > aay A a 2 


—— 
re 


He Eg felt that he was. mesh 
Th Sev. b 197 was the defendant capable of mellan eforethought. 
Be answered Yes. a OM 

Im answer to question he said that he felt that the ——— OM: 
very cooperative, but wasn't always tellin the (eet m" 
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3: od Dr. Estess. He esked if most every — — 
idnit believe that, many were straight forward, but 
ned hin regarding his schooling ané exp@irence 

. à at Vv 


acid. went to i 

with his mother. On Mov. 4, 1974 he spent the day frou 5 a.m. 
n cless. His mother drove him s school as his car vw 
of the dead bat „ He had the ar fixed that day so was no 


: 


vacinity of i $ 

fle was asked if he killed Arnold or Bradford? 

ur. Capey that oe bad no 

Me. Robinson cross Ka Ine Mr, Oare; Ne asked if he was the 
Ather of Spauldings child? 


Court reconvened 3:45 o'clock p.n. 

Jury returned anc it was stipulated aii present. 

Hr. Remaklus sald that the trial had soved more than he 
hed expected and that no other witmessess are available until 
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She © quainted with Dan Carey. 

She was aurad Af OMG was in Deaneliz, N 3 Mn. 3, un: 

She answered she was not. 

She was asked if she took any part in the killing of Arneld or 
Bradford? 

Sue sald that she did not. 

Mr. Robinsor 


if sho owned n bird shirt? fhe said yes, toat - 


she ha! ti yiia bor ga trip. 4 
; e y 
had to t^- worlds fair : Kor. 3 

1974 and the — 4 


to the fuir, the Madson girls names 


Om Nov. 3, 1974 she went to the worlds fair in Spokano, 
Be RF eR and she took Judy, Pan T.. 

sr. The Lewiston at approximately 2 
hone 130 p.m. night. She dropped Kathy off at her ho 
Later her gids went over 0 a 
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Sarre: = 


on State Hospital, Salem, 


educational background said that he has in 8 
He was asked if be was acquainted with the def tr 


defendant and explained the sethods used to the jury, he also did a o Pa 

physical. 2 2 An 
He was asxedJ lf efter making his tests he bad arrived et a conc a 
The Doctor answered that he had. He found that she defendant has an 
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May 2h, ba wee vovamncd to She Deepan 
pense Se Matas ee June 20, 1974. He said 
this case defendant was submitted tc the hospital board on May 
puter to trymsursing Gentes’ rn 
of the hospital. The opinion was the same as the firct tine t the 
board reviewed this defendants case, that he had a depressive dignosis, 
lr S7 SEE ween oes Se ee ET: 

He was asked when records show that the defendant was released? 

„ 

Mr. Robinson cross Dr. ireleaven. He was asked about 
his position at the Oregon state Hospital. 


la 
Ay recessed at 10:37 o'clock an. 


a. . 
Was revurned and it was stipulated all were present. 

Dr. Preleaven was recalled to the stend and cross tion 
continued Mr. Robinson. He asked if he had besen advised that defendant 
was on trial for murder? ie said toat be had. 

He was asked what depth he went into on the anti social ability to 
understand the defendants failure to conform to laws? He answered that 
he went back as far as he could go in life history. 

Nr. Robinson asked if he hed the feeling that the defendant was 
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COURT MINUTES 


STATS OF IDAHO — e 
v. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH ) — 19715 
( 


Me. Robinson asked if there vas some other reason for the defendant 
being in the Oregon State Hospital? 

He said toat defendant was there because the court sent bia when he 
came in April of 197) and he examined him. When he returned in May 1974 


He was asked he had considered the defendant dangerous to himself 
or others? He answered that he did not. 
of past? He said yes. 


„ Robinson said ae at agan Mo cross examination, but 


- 2 Ce ee this, and to accomadate the witness 
would like to at this time. 

The court said that Mr. Robinson could continue examination of 
Dr. the was instructed that this would be considered 
as the ease on ttal. 


examination of Dr. Treleaven. 
Creech was at the Oregon State Hospital? 


1 that he was aware of the priv information 
between and doctor, and if the questions, and if questions he 
will to him, be in this privledge information. 

. was brough hospi a 
body He said she was. 


n injuries, if she 
is still | tion. 


not know che date of injury, and as for 
the condition ent he could not discuss this. 
s it im Idaho that che privledge between doctor and 
2 A doctor cannot be exauined without 
not extend to criminal law. So the 


emsidered this relevant to the case. 
with bis examination. e asked if Thomasine 
, and as to the extent of her mental 


2. 
ompe tence, 

Dr. Treleaven said that she has a severe ental disorder and has 
lost completes touch with reality. 

He was asked if Thomasine Creech was a heavy user of drugs. 

Objection by Mr. Kemaklus. 

Sustained by the court. 

Mr. Robinson asked if he had knowledge of the history of Thomasine 
Creech? 

Ee stated that he has treate’ her when her doctor has been gone, 
and he is the supervisor of the unit. He has not gone indo the background 
history, so his knowledge is sketchy. 

We was asked if he was femiliar with the fact thas Thomasine had 
been pus od from a fourth Loon eindow? 

us seid that he knew she bad a fall, but no particulars. 

nens excused. 

Jack Freeman, previously sworn, was called and examined by Ir. 
Romak Ius, He is the Elmore Gounty Sheriff Detective. He was asked on 
Nov. 8, 197k, when the defendant and Carol Spaulding were placed under 
arrest at enn verry, Ida., if he caw the defendant there and how much 
time was spent in his presence at Teens 
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i da țŅ 


oungain Home, Ida,? 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


THOMAS EUGENE CRERCH 2 ) Got. 6, 1915 pw 


; t 
custody, becamse of the incident in Valley 


through ur o 
u d that he is familiar with 
ap t of 55 miles per hr. it would take 
4 Gharacterice of the road. 

over shitebird Hill? He answered yes, that 


Da $ 
Robinson. 
the attorneys. Ho said that the rebuttal is 
is just motions. 
and excused. 
that the matters taken outside the jury and will be 


answered yes. 

svart instructed the attorneys to be in chambers at 1:15 p.m, 
jury returned at 2:00 o'clock p. a. will now recess for lunch. 
reconvened at 1:20 o'eclovk p.a. 

Thomas asked about the introduction of portions of mimt 49, 
* said that Exhibit 49 would be kept in tact and excerpts 


Exhibit 49 will be marked Defendants NX. The record will reflect 
at the time defendant had uo further witnesses, the State gut on witnesses 
and offered 9A. 

It was 30 stipulated by counsels. 

The court said that the exhibit will be submitted by Stipulation, 
and the portions of the document be admitted with in: ons to the jury 
the court to cover this exhibit. 

tiffs Axhibit 49 marked as defendan :s 
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THOMAS EUGENE CREKCH ) Oot. 6, 1975 
Defendant | 
( > $ 
Mr. Remaklus said that the states Rebuttal is closed. 
Mr. Robinson asked that exhibit M be adult ted, but that some areas 
should be deleted. vi 
Mr. Thomas objected, same as before when offer made so its not 72 
relevant now. k 


over raled in part, "Mat ine parts consistant vite the tortino 
f e pas consistant with the testimony 
be not 1lity of the defendant. That 

tween counsels 


4 
* 
d 
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5 
E 
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pinson on position in exhibit 49? 
í bit 49 to be pitted without 


es long as exhibit % is going in in ontirity, 
t 49 would be admitted for 


te admonish the jury as to 
have been submitted, and are there any 


Mr. Thomas questioned the instruction on premeditation. f 
he felt that this was covered. : 
t this would be overruled and would let it stand. 

Mr. Robinson 4 that he had submitted other matters to the court, 
but feels that each and every item has been covered in the instructions the 
court will give. He has no objections. 

The court said that the arguments will be two hours and the state 
will reserve time for rebuttal. He would allow the attorneys to keep their 
set of instructions but not to re-read to the jury verbatiz. 

ir. Robinson asked if they could mark on the instructions? 


Sn 


— 


The court said not on the set that 008 the jury. 

Jury was returned into court at 2:08 otoloock p.m. 

it. Remakius said that the State reste. 

Mr, Robinson said that he would map to admit the exhibit formerly 
marked exhibit Tin its enbirity. 

Ne objections Mr. Remalklus. 

The court sai hat exhibit 49 would be admitted in its entirity. 
He advised the jurors that it was previouls admitted only in part, this 
exhibit 49 includes the parts so will be the only exhibit go to the . 
jury. They are admonished the ais exhibit is admitted and limited only 
to test the credibility of the witness, not to be considered as evidence or 
as Proof of Gall i 

Mm. Robinson sai è defendant rests. 

220 GCourt reac tne i ru * > ine Jury. 

Approved: 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE. OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


1 rr Docket No. 2791 
k 
uus EUCENE CREBCH ) de tober 6, 1975 
Defendant — A SS 
( ) 
Jurors rr by the court. 


Court resessed 2 eRe 


— — Pen. 
and it was cing organen all present. 
gå „ argunent to the jury. 


* . they are to select 
2 — 1 


Pue- alternates were instructed that 
would not go in the jury room, they 


‘eloc . 
4 . r2 . 


A A aaa with the ball ters as 
jera and examined by the court. lie 
b the court before thie trial and had 
four balliffs being Joyce Dumont, 
„ That Mrs Dumont and Mr. 
ef > jer 1 the day time. 


£ Ry occassions that she knew when toe jurors 


pe 


r Tork + That the subject of the trial was 
Lacus Eagt @ running log was kept of all the time, she 
arrangements at the sotel. The only TV was in the 

| panel in the mote room were disconnected, so 

made by any juror. She said that she knew of no other 
was 

Albert FP tto was called sworn and examined by the court. He 
said that he worked day times ad balliffs with Ms. Dumont, and he has 
been present while she presented her testimony. He said that he went to 
the hospital with Mr. Oberg on two occassions to see his wife and no one 
mentioned the trial. 

There were no questions u er counsel. 

The court thanked both and also counsel. 

Gourt recessed 4:45 o'clock p.n., 


THIRT Day 
do tober 22, 1975 
rwo Hundred and Third Day 
10:12 o'clock a.m. 
Present as before 
The court said that they would complete the record of the balliffs. 
: Ralph Armbruster was caiied and sworn and examined by the court. 
He said that previously he and ra, Armbruster had been sworn in as deputy 
sheriffs, and has received his instuctions from Judge Towles, and also bed 
a conference with all the belliffe before the trial where caties were 
explained. He and his wife were the night babliffs. F» described the 
room arrangements and the routine followed in taking the jurors to dinner 
and the evening hours. "hat one the bailfffs wore awake at all timer. 


ie. p 
Y > sb pagu. e 


Was present when one woman, Sonnie Jameson, 
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He said that each of tie” hoe WIe dunn placed de 


seperate poeme at t, but t all phomös and TVs had been disconnected, 
; were no ou ab caw z coming phone calls were placed 

and went them, any newrpapers 
the and any news of the 


times they were on duty. No one 
one of the jurors had to be away 


) @alls and TV programs were sonitered? 


EO eos 


te the bailiffs for their fine work. 
thanked all of Shoshone County for 


= 


j stipulated all were present. 
the roll call of the jurors. 


ourt asked if the jury had reached a verdict, and Mr. Powell, 
the foreman had. The verdicts wers handed to the bailiffs, 
wno handed them to . 


The Clerk was instructed to read the verdict and the following 
verdicts were read: 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
IN AND POR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, j 
Plaintiff, ) 
i 
vs j 230 > OP, 1 
THOMAS EUGENE CRAWUE, ) ) I 
Def en Jin 
t We, the Jury in the above-entitied matter, find the defendant, 
Thomas gene Creech, Guilty of Murder in the First Degree. 


Dated this 22 day of October, 1 
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sOorenan 


oer we. 
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Pego ob pages. maii s iii 


— ATE ee 


4 


a 


N 


sA 


IN THE DISTHICY SOUNT OF TRE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


| COURT MINUTES 


Rene A 


take the time allowd and 
© beard in Boise, Idaho. and 
transferred to Boise, ada Gounsy, 


re, 

. I Was agr” ble wlth the defendant? 
The defendant seid that this mm agreosblo with him and waived 
any right to remain in this sounty. 

the court said that the Order would be entered and any beariags 
will be gent ine until later. 

ir. Aobinson requested the court to set the pronounsing ef Judgment 
för Nov. 3, 1975. * 

he court said Ghat this would be set for Nov. 3, 1975 at 3:30 ., 
in Boise, Ada County, dane. 944 

The defendant vas remanded to the custody of the Sheriff to await 
transportation to Boise, Idaho, 

Court adjourned. 


